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Executive Summary  
 

In the fall of 2020 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited conducted a Stage 4 archaeological 

excavation of the Wagner Cabin site (BaGg-31) located on the east half of Lot 65, Concession 

Bayside, Township of North Marysburgh in the Municipality of the County of Prince Edward, 

Ontario.  The site is within 50 metres of the shore of Adolphus Reach, a section of the Bay of 

Quinte. 

 

The Stage 3 archaeological assessment had determined that the historic occupation of the site 

predated 1830 and that a small Middle Woodland component was also present. 

 

The Stage 4 fieldwork consisted of the excavation of 303 1m x 1m units, 278 in block excavation 

and another 25 in periphery units. Approximately 12,000 artifacts were recovered during the 

Stage 4 excavations. About 8,256 artifacts have so far been processed (washed and catalogued); 

this includes all the artifacts from the features and all the precontact artifacts. The field 

photographs have been catalogued and the site mapping is largely complete. All profiles and plan 

views have been digitized. Current work on the project includes processing and analyzing the 

remaining artifacts, artifact photography and in depth analysis of stratigraphy and artifacts from 

the site. Once all the artifacts have been processed the faunal and floral assemblages will be sent 

out for specialist analysis. 

 

Preliminary analysis of the site indicates that the historic occupation relates to a log cabin that 

was inhabited from c. 1805 – 1827. The artifact 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 

existence. Features 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 period as an activity area and campsite. The site may have been occupied at 

other times in the precontact period but no diagnostic artifacts from other periods were 

identified.  

 

Based on the results of the Stage 4 archaeological excavation of the BaGg-31 site and in 

concordance with the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, Ground 

Truth Archaeology Limited makes the following recommendations: 

 

 The archaeological site BaGg-31 should be considered completely excavated and no 

further archaeological work is required.  
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Project Context 
 

Development Context  

 

In the fall of 2020 Ground Truth Archaeology Limited was contracted by Peter Morkis of Cressy 

Bayside Estates Inc. to conduct a Stage 4 archaeological excavation of the BaGg-31 site located 

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 subdivision. The 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. 

Originally known as “Fifth Town”, Marysburgh was surveyed from 1784 through 1786, with the 

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 form the new township 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 III and Queen Charlotte. 

 

Lot 65 of the 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 1785. Willet 

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 person household (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 transaction records 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 acquired the land in 1804. 

 

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

It is Wagner’s occupation that is most likely represented by the BaGg-31 site. Wagner may have 

leased the land from Casey as early as 1804 or perhaps 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 in 1847 along with the west half of Lot 64 that had previously been 
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sold to Hiram Weeks in 1834 (OLR). Dr. Hiram Weeks was a fellow Quaker married to 

Elizabeth Casey, Willet’s daughter born in 1792. They also lived in Adolphustown (OL1). 

However, Elizabeth Weeks (Casey) died in 1847 (OL2). The 1849 transaction appears to be 

meant legitimize the ownership of the east half of Lot 65 by Elizabeth Weeks’ estate. 

 

In 1852 William Sweetman and his wife Martha Jane (Weeks) took out a mortgage of £150 on 

the east half of Lot 65. Martha Jane was the daughter of Hiram and Elizabeth Weeks and 

therefore the grand-daughter of Willet Casey. In 1853 the Sweetman’s ownership of Lot 65 is 

further legitimized with the sale of the west half by Thomas Casey et al (the executors of Willet 

Casey’s estate) to Martha Jane Weeks. The Sweetmans would sell a portion of the west half six 

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 the mortgage 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 building, that appears 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 as a 34 year 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 wild. 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 Edward County but 

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 Feb. 25, 1849 Willett Casey Elizabeth Weeks E ½  

Mortgage Jan 29, 1853 William Sweetman & wife Trust and Loan 100 E ½, £150 

B&S Feb. 19, 1853 Thomas Casey et al.  Martha Jane Weeks W ½ 

B&S Feb. 25, 1853 Martha Sweetman & husb Henry Grooms part W ½ 

B&S Mar.7, 1855 Wm L. Sweetman & wife Patrick McAulay 100 centre part 

Mortgage Mar. 7, 1855 Patrick McAulay Wm  Sweetman & wife 100 centre part 

B&S Mar.16, 1857 Wm. Sweetman & wife John Sheady 100 E ½ 

B&S Nov.18, 1871 John Sheady & wife John Sheady Jr. part E½ for life 

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

 

It should be noted that the occupation of BaGg-31 completely predates the census records. 
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Local First Nations Oral History 

 

 

This historical 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 Michi Saagiig are known as “the people of 

the big river mouths” and were also known as the “Salmon People” who occupied and fished the 

north shore of Lake Ontario where the various tributaries emptied into the lake. Their territories 

extended north into and beyond 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 highly mobile people, travelling vast distances to procure subsistence 

for their people. They were also known as the “Peacekeepers” among Indigenous nations. The 

Michi Saagiig homelands were located directly between two very powerful Confederacies: The 

Three Fires 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 Saagiig oral histories speak to their people being in this area of Ontario for thousands of 

years. These stories recount the “Old Ones” who spoke an ancient Algonquian dialect. The 

histories explain that the current Ojibwa phonology is the 5th transformation of this language, 

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 inhabitants of southern 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 as far 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 flow 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 and Niagara 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 present-day 

Burlington to the Grand 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 500-1000 A.D. seeking to establish villages and a corn growing economy – 

these newcomers included peoples that would later be known as the Huron-Wendat, 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 lands. Wampum 
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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 visitors were 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 Michi Saagiig to meet with the Huron-Wendat, the Petun, 

and Neutral Nations to continue the amicable political and economic relationship that existed – a 

symbiotic relationship that was mainly policed and enforced by the Odawa people.  

 

Problems arose for the Michi 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 Huron-Wendat and 

between that and the onslaught of European diseases, the Iroquoian speaking peoples 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 of Ontario, 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 waiting for the smoke to clear.  

 

Michi Saagiig Elder Gitiga Migizi (2017) recounts: “We weren’t affected as much as the larger 

villages because we learned to paddle away for several years until everything settled down. And 

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

there were bones all over – that 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 Huron-Wendat left or were defeated, 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 are the 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 chiefs to the north 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 Europeans introduced guns. But we still continued to meet, and we still continued to have 

some wampum, which doesn’t mean we negated our territory or gave up our territory – we did 
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not do that. We still consider ourselves a sovereign nation despite legal challenges against that. 

We still view ourselves as a nation and the government must negotiate from that basis.”  

 

Often times, southern Ontario is described as being “vacant” after the dispersal of the Huron-

Wendat peoples in 1649 (who fled east to Quebec and south to the 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 Ontario. Pressures 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 First 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 shore of the 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 BaGg-31 is located is the only 

farmed portion of the property and contains sandy loam and sandy clay loam soils. A sand and 

gravel pit operated on the subject property for many years and consequently the central portion is 

completely disturbed.  

 

Consultation with the Ministry of Culture’s Archaeological Sites Database found that there is 

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 BaGg-9, known as Sand Pits, 

registered by Ken Swayze in 1976. The site was a burial of undiagnosed 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 lay near the shore within the 79 to 85 metre contours in 

the area of gravel extraction located east of BaGg-31 (Rob 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 undertaken by Ground Truth in 2019 

under PIF P206-0151-2020 (Sheldon and Gromoff 2021).  

 

It should be noted that a local resident indicated that c.1973, a human burial was exposed during 

sand extraction in the northeast corner of the property where the Turner-Hill Cemetery is located. 

Wannamaker’s summary of the Turner-Hill cemetery also indicates that burials were exposed 
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during sand extraction in the 1950s and 60s. Quite likely BaGg-9 was 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 

BaGg-9 Sand Pits Unknown Unknown burial 

Table 2: Sites within 1 km of study area (from MTCS archaeological sites database) 

 

A Stage 1-2 archaeological assessment was conducted of the property in 2018 under PIF P191-

0160-2018 by Ground Truth Archaeology Limited that resulted in the discovery of BaGg-31, an 

early 19
th

 century domestic site near the shore in the northwest corner of the property which 

appears to have been abandoned prior to 1830 (Sheldon 2019). Due to the early nineteenth 

century date of the artifacts discovered during the Stage 2 assessment, a Stage 3 assessment was 

recommended.  

 

In 2019 a Stage 3 archaeological assessment of the BaGg-31 site was completed. This 

assessment consisted of a CSP and 28 1m x 1m units excavated on a 10 m interval grid. While 

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 within 50 metres of the 

study area and no historical plaques or monuments are associated with the property. 

 

In the region pre-contact sites are often found within 50 metres of the shore of the Bay of Quinte.  

It is common in Eastern Ontario including Prince Edward County to find small amounts of 

precontact artifacts from native campsites within the limits of early-mid 19th century domestic 

sites. Examples include the Lane Creek Cabin (AlGi-11) a mid-19th c. cabin on the outskirts of 

the village of Wellington, which includes a small chert scatter within its limits, discovered during 

its Stage 3 assessment (P206-0153-2020, Sheldon and Gromoff - in production).  

 

It is also common in the same area to find pot bursts either alone or with other precontact 

artifacts. Examples of isolated Woodland pots from Prince Edward County include: BaGi-58, a 

Middleport substage pot burst excavated from a location 40 m from the Bay of Quinte shore near 

Rossmore (P206-113-2014, Sheldon 2014). There is also the Sand Pot site (BaGg-2) a ceramic 

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 topography 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 Stage 4 assessment was conducted on October 8, 9, 13, 14, 16, 20, 22, 23, 27, 28, 29, 30, 

November 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,16, 17, 19, 20, 26, 27, 29 & December. 3, 5, 9, 10, 11, 

13, 21, 22, 23. 2020.  
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Maps 
 

 
Figure 1: Study area shown on the NTS 1:50,000 map (31C/3) 
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Figure 2: Aerial view of BaGg-31 site location (base plan Google Earth) 
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Figure 3: Cressy Bayside Estates development plan (RFA 2020) 
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Figure 4: Stage 4 extent on development plan (base map RFA 2020)
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Figure 5: Approximate location of BaGg-31 on the 1863 Tremaine map 
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Figure 6: Approximate area of BaGg-31 on the 1878 Belden map 
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Figure 7: BaGg-31 shown on the soil map (Dominion Department of Agriculture 1947) 
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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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Figure 10: BaGg-31 precontact artifact count by unit and precontact features 
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Figure 11: Stage 4 excavations overlaid with Stage 2 and 3 findspots 
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Figure 12: Location and direction of field photos (by photograph #) 
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Field Methods 
 

The permanent datum established for the Stage 3 assessment grid was used for the Stage 4 

excavations. The entire site was excavated by hand in 1 m x 1 m units. The units were referred to 

by the coordinates of their northwest corner on the grid. The datum was located at N60E60 

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

 

The stratigraphy in the units and features was recorded using the lot system employed by Parks 

Canada – where a lot designation is given to each natural or artificial stratum, feature, cut or 

cluster of artifacts within a unit (Parks Canada 2015) at the discretion of the field archaeologist. 

For the units the plough zone was consistently designated Lot 1, while the underlying 

undisturbed occupation layer which graded into subsoil was designated Lot 2 over the entire site. 

Excavation extended 10 cm into subsoil. 

 

Where features were encountered they were delineated in their entirety, shot in with a total 

station, photographed and drawn in plan view. Features were then sectioned and recorded in 

profile before being fully excavated.  

 

Each unit was examined for evidence of fill, stratigraphy and cultural features. Soil profiles were 

photographed and drawn to scale for a variety of units in order to track the stratigraphic sequence 

over the site. All soils in the Stage 4 units were screened through 6 mm steel mesh screens. Soils 

from features were screened through 3.175 mm steel mesh screens. The artifacts were bagged by 

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

 

Following the recommendations from the Stage 3 report the limits of the Stage 4 block 

excavation were established 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 excavation (periphery units) in order to identify outlying areas with higher 

artifact concentrations. In total 331 units were excavated at the BaGg-31 site, 28 during the Stage 

3 and 303 during the Stage 4. Of these 41 were periphery units. 

 

The weather was appropriate for an archaeological assessment with no precipitation and high 

temperatures ranging from 1 - 27ºC. The field records and associated documentation are stored at 

the offices of Ground Truth Archaeology Limited 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 both the pitch and the strike of the 

slope had shallow plough zones and occupation layers. Down slope areas where the eroded soils 

were deposited had deeper plough zones and occupation deposits. Consequently, some of the 

features were well preserved and relatively intact while others in the eroded areas had been 

partially ploughed away.  

 

Historic Occupation 

 

Nine historic features were discovered during the excavations: F1, F02, F6, F8, F11, F12, F16, 

F19 and F020. Another four possible features F4, F5, F7 and F9 turned out to be animal burrows, 

likely from chipmunks and ground hogs.  

 

Another feature – Feature 10 could not be identified as precontact or historic. 

 

A number of the features were associated with structure of a log cabin: F1, F02, F6 and F11. 

 

The most significant was Feature 1, a partial dry laid stone feature interpreted as a collapsed 

hearth. An artifact assemblage of 903 artifacts was recovered in F1 from six lots.  

 

Feature 2 was a linear trench with burnt wood, charcoal and ash inclusions interpreted as the 

location of the front wall of the northwest corner of the cabin. F02 is oriented northwest-

southeast. An assemblage of 586 artifacts was recovered from F02. The interpretation of F02 as 

wall of the cabin was further supported by recovery of 26 pieces of mortar chinking/parging. The 

pieces of chinking were triangular 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 11 was a linear trench that abutted F02 at right angles forming the northwest corner of 

the cabin. F11 was partially disturbed at its southern end by plough scars. F11 ess oriented 

southwest-northeast and contained 234 artifacts. Like F02 mortar chinking (n=21) was recovered 

in F11. 

 

Feature 19 was a large amorphous deposit of dark brown loamy sand outside the southeast corner 

of the cabin. This feature does not appear to be excavated into the subsoil, rather a concentration 

of organic material has darkened the soil. F19 is interpreted as an activity area most 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 95 artifacts there.  
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Feature 20 was the only refuse pit of any consequence discovered 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 recovered from F020 

 

Other small pit features were F8, F12 and F16 with only F12 containing artifacts (n=3). 

 

 

Precontact Occupation 

 

Four Middle Woodland ceramic sherds were recovered during the Stage 3 fieldwork in 2019. 

Three of these sherds were found in units N30 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 recovered from Features 14 and 15 and the 

surrounding area where 173 coil made pottery sherds were recovered from a single vessel. 

Feature 14 was a 10 cm deep elongate trough 40 cm wide, running north-south. A circular 

depression 22 cm deep was present at the north end of 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 smoothed. Charcoal and wood ash concentrations were present in F14 

deeper with a deeper portion at the north end. F14 is interpreted as a food preparation and 

cooking spot.  

 

Two and a half metres southwest of F14 the blade portion of a greenstone schist celt was 

recovered. Six metres to the west of F14 two flake tools, both on Onondaga chert, were found in 

N33 E48 and N34 E48. One was a thumbnail scraper bifacially worked on a tertiary flake. The 

other was a retouched flake with sharpened sections on several margins. Eight metres north of 

F14 a portion of a banded argillite gorget was found in N41 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 

  

Feature 10 was an amorphous depression resembling two adjacent circular pits about 50 cm in 

diameter connected by a narrow section. The feature extended 18 cm into subsoil and contained 

one fragment of mammal bone. A sample of six charcoal fragments was retained from 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 food processing/cooking event. 
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Western Locus  

 

Further west a small number ceramic sherds (n=18) and one chert piece were found in the units 

around N30 E40 where three sherds were recovered during the Stage 3. The highest yielding unit 

was N33 E38 where six sherds were recovered, three of which were microsherds. No rims were 

recovered and most of the sherds were small bodies with ribbed paddle or cord 

roughened/smoothed surface treatment. Smoothed over pseudo-scallopshell decoration was 

recorded on two sherds. A retouched flake of Onondaga chert was recovered 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.  

Expansion around this unit produced another eight sherds in four units. In unit N35 E32 a pit 

(Feature 21) filled with large waterworn igneous/metamorphic cobbles was discovered. Many of 

the cobbles had shattered from thermal shock although no sign of burning was found among the 

stones. The feature is interpreted as a sweat lodge pit. No artifacts were recovered from within 

Feature 21.  
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Images 
 

Field Photos 

 

 
Plate 1: Surveying in grid from datum (2060169D02) 

 

 
Plate 2: Initial excavation of units on East 50 m line (2060169D04) 
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Plate 3: View of site north down the slope to the bay (2060169D06) 

 

 
Plate 4: Cabin site from northwest (2060169D10) 
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Plate 5: Profile along N40 line showing shallow clay soils at break in slope (2060169D17) 

 

 
Plate 6: Cabin hearth, Feature 1, surrounded by animal burrows (2060169D27) 
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Plate 7: Hearth remains with topsoil removed (2060169D28) 

 

 
Plate 8: Hearth partially excavated with collapsed stones removed (2060169D124) 
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Plate 9: East section of hearth interior (2060169D120) 

 

 
Plate 10: Plough scars (2060169D42) 
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Plate 11: Feature 2 – Northwest corner of the cabin – Feature 2 and Feature 11 disturbed 

by plough scars (2060169D47) 

 

 
Plate 12: East wall/southeast corner of cabin – Feature 6 (2060169D58) 

 

 



 30 

 
Plate 13: Feature 19 outside southwest corner of cabin (2060169D138) 

 

 
Plate 14: Section through Feature 19 showing trench portion on the left (2060169D60) 
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Plate 15: Feature 20 – privy pit (2060169D140) 

 

 

 
Plate 16: Features 14 & 15 (2060169D52) 
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Plate 17: Closeup of pot burst – Feature 15 (2060169D55) 

 

 

 
Plate 18: Section through F14/15 with deeper portion of F14 on left (2060169D104) 

 



 33 

 
Plate 19: Stone filled pit – Feature 21 (2060169D85) 

 

 
Plate 20: Core of site from southeast (2060169D108) 
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Artifact Images 

 

 
Plate 21: Whitewashed chinking from hearth and wall features 

 

A) F01 L04 AR-06, B) F01 L06 AR-02, C) F11 L01 AR-01 

 

 
Plate 22: Wrought coulter from a single furrow plough (F01 L01 AR24) 
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Plate 23: Wrought splitting wedge from Feature 19 (AR11) 

 

 
Plate 24: Rococo variety of shell edged ware 

 

A) green curved impression on pearlware (F04 AR-16), B) blue bud motif on pearlware (F01 

L04 AR-25) 
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Plate 25: Varieties of shell edged ware from site 

 

A) blue shell edge on pearlware, octagonal shape (F01 L04 AR-24), B) impressed curved blue on 

creamware (F02 L02 AR-48), C) impressed straight blue on pearlware (F01 L05 AR-24), D) 

green rococo on pearlware (F02 L02 AR-58) 

 

 
Plate 26: Transfer printed ceramics 

 

A) blue transfer print on rwe (F01 L04 AR-30), B) Chinoiserie blue transfer print on RWE (F01 

L04 AR-29), C) black transfer print on pearlware (F01 L05 AR-34), D) black transfer print on 

pearlware with caramel hand painting (F02 L02 AR-55) 
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Plate 27: Overglaze hand painting and bat printing 

 

A) overglazed red hand painting on a stone china teacup (F01 L04 AR-41), B) red stencilling on 

moulded pearlware (F02 L02 AR-66), C) bat printing on creamware (F11 L01 AR-20) 

 

 
Plate 28: Early palette hand painted 

 

A) hand painted pearlware teacup (F020 L02 AR-21), B) brown lined creamware (F02 L02 AR-

60), C) early palette hand painting on pearlware (F02 L02 AR-52) 
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Plate 29: Blue hand painted pearlware 

 

A) pearlware (F01 L05 AR-25), B) Chinese motif on pearlware (F020 L01 AR-20) 

 

 
Plate 30: Early palette hand painted with green sponged foliage 

 

A) early palette hand painting on moulded pearlware (F01 L05 AR-29), B) early palette hand 

painting on pearlware (F020 L01 AR-23) 
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Plate 31: Industrial slipware 

 

A) engine-turned design on pearlware (F020 L01 AR-19), B) rilled and banded (left) and mocha 

(right) on pearlware (F01 L05 AR-26) 

 

 
Plate 32: Plain late creamware (F02 L01 AR-21) 
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Plate 33: Bone button blanks 

 

A) F01 L05 AR-15, B) F02 L01 AR-15, C) F02 L02 AR-14, D) F11 L01 AR-12, E) F20 L02 

AR-09 

 

 
Plate 34: Military buttons 

 

A) Royal Canadian Volunteer Rgt 1795-1805, B) 10
th

 Royal Veterans Battalion 1806-15 (F02 

L01 AR26) 
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Plate 35: Buttons of various shape, material, material and style 

 

A) flat silver plated (F09 AR-12), B) flat copper alloy (F01 L04 AR-59), C) flat copper alloy 

(F02 L01 AR-28), D) domed copper alloy with wreath on the back (F11 L01  AR-38), E) partial 

4 hole bone button backing (F01 L04 AR-57), F) copper alloy ball button (F01 L04 AR-58) 

 

 
Plate 36: “Spread Eagle” halfpenny token (F11 L01 AR-40) 

 

 
Plate 37: Miscellaneous artifacts 

 

A) bone lice comb (F020 L01 AR-38), B) cut copper alloy window point (F01 L01 AR-21), C) 

ornamental blue glass bead (F02 L01 AR-32) 
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Plate 38: Gilt brass chain bracelet (F02 L02 AR-37) 

 

 
Plate 39: Musket balls 

 

A) .63 cal (F11 L01 AR-37), B) .68 cal (F01 L01 AR-23) 

 

 
Plate 40: Gilt watch key shaped as an ouroboros (N42 E57 L02 AR-14) 
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Plate 41: Iron cutlery 

 

A) three prong stamped fork (F02 L02 AR-31) B) two prong cast fork (F020 L01 AR-29) 

 

 
Plate 42:  cast copper alloy spigot, for barrel or cask (F020 L01 AR-30) 
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Plate 43: Clothing eye and fish hook 

 

A) (F11 L01 AR-35), B) (F02 L02 AR-30) 

 

 

 
Plate 44: Cast pewter cutlery with unid stamp (F020 L01 AR-31) 



 45 

 
Plate 45: Pewter spoon (F01 L03 AR-20) 

 

 
Plate 46: Modified window glass with blunted edges, likely gaming pieces 

 

A) N36 E54 L02 AR-07, B) N37 E51 L02 AR-18, C) N31 E53 L02 AR-28, D) F02 L02 AR-40, 

E) N35 E56 L02 AR-19, F) N42 E60 L01 AR-04, G) F12 AR-03 

 



 46 

 

 
Plate 47: Wound head copper alloy straight pins (F02 L02 AR-07) 

 

   
Plate 48: Ferrous scissors 

 

A) embroidery scissors (F02 L02 AR-35) B) two pairs of scissors from F1 (F01 L04 AR-50) 
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Plate 49: Cord roughened and smoothed Middle Woodland sherds from F15 

 

 
Plate 50: Portion of an argillite gorget (N41 E55 L92 AR06) 

 

 
Plate 51: Retouched Onondaga chert flakes 
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Ceramics Typology  

 

As a frame of reference for the following analysis some points about the terminology Ground 

Truth employs and the dates ascribed to these terms is beneficial.  

All of the artifact analyses produced by Ground Truth Archaeology use an artifact typology 

based closely on that used by the Cataraqui Archaeological Research Foundation which in turn 

was based on the Parks Canada’s Classification System for Historical Collections (1992). 

Unless otherwise stated all date ranges for ceramic ware and decoration types are based on the 

mean production dates from George L. Miller’s article “Telling Time for Archaeologists” (Miller 

2000). Due to the lag between the acquisition of a vessel and its discard into the archaeological 

record Ground Truth adds a number of years to the end of production dates given by Miller. 

Ground Truth has determined the length of this lag through its experience on analyzing 

assemblages from Ontario sites. The dates assigned to the most important ware types are 

provided below. It should also be noted that it is not uncommon to identify one or more vessels 

that would have been produced twenty to forty years before the occupation date. Generally these 

sherds will be from vessels such as higher end teapots and platters that were curated and only 

used on special occasions.  

Ground Truth uses tpq dates and its own experience with period assemblages in Ontario to assign 

beginning and end dates to deposits based on the entire assemblage though ceramics invariably 

provide the majority of the evidence used. Ground Truth's typology is designed specifically for 

the ceramic assemblages encountered on sites in Ontario and the levels of cultural heritage 

significance associated with pre-1830 and pre-1870 assemblages as laid out in the 2011 

Standards and Guidelines for Consulting Archaeologists.  

A ceramic ware type as Ground Truth defines it is a combination of the body type and the glaze 

type, though the body type is the primary way in which ware types are divided glazes are only 

used when the body types are the same and further differentiation is necessary. The body type 

can broadly be defined by three traits: first which of the three clay types does the paste belong to 

earthenware, stoneware or porcelain, second what is the colour of the fired paste and lastly has 

the paste been refined or is it still coarse.  

For the purpose of dating an assemblage from Ontario the most important group of ware types 

are those with white-firing refined bodies as they are ubiquitous and have temporally sensitive 

distributions, which can be parsed further by the type of decoration adorning them. They are the 

primary ware types used for the vessels that serve food (tablewares) and tea (teawares). They are 

also used for tolietry vessels such as wash basins, chamber pots, soap dishes and ointment jars 

and to a limited extent for kitchen vessels particularly food containers such as canisters, preserve 

jars and for branded prepared foods. Many analysts use the term whiteware from Ian Kenyon’s 

work to denote these wares (excluding creamware and pearlware) and do not differentiate them.  
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Of the three type of body types the white-firing refined earthenware and refined stoneware 

bodies are the most important to define as they are by far the most commonly encountered. 

Porcelains were in use from the initial occupation of Ontario by Euro -Canadians through to the 

present and generally appear as incidentals in the assemblage prior to 1890. Besides porcelain 

white-firing ceramics found on 19th century sites in Ontario can be differentiated into one of 

eight ware types used by Ground Truth: creamware, pearlware, transitional pearlware, refined 

white earthenware, vitrified white earthenware, white bodied stoneware, blue bodied stoneware 

and stone china.   

White-firing Ware Types Terminology 

Creamware (1790-1845) 

The creamware generally encountered on Ontario sites is of the light coloured variety referred to 

by George Miller and contemporary potters as cream-coloured ware or CC ware with a mean 

date range of 1790-1820 for production. However as the term creamware is widely used in 

Ontario including by Kenyon, Ground Truth retains this term. Creamware is found on a refined 

white earthenware body but is differentiated by its clear lead glaze, which includes iron 

compounds that give the ware a yellowish cast. The lag between the end of production of 

creamware and its discard into the archaeological record coupled with its being phased out of 

production for certain vessel types (starting with teawares c.1815) before others accounts for its 

persistence in deposits dating from the 1820s. After 1830 it steadily declines as a ware type on 

sites in Ontario though it is common to get small amounts of creamware on sites dating into the 

1840s either from curated vessels or from chamber pots or kitchen canisters, which were still 

being manufactured in this ware type.  

Pearlware (1775-1845) 

Pearlware is manufactured on a refined white earthenware body but the addition of cobalt oxides 

to the clear lead glaze give the ware type its distinctive bluish cast. Known as China glaze by 

contemporary potters it was designed to mimic the bluish cast of chinese export porcelain. Miller 

gives the mean production dates as 1775-1835 or more accurately up to 1830 for pearlware 

decorated by hand painting and transfer printing and 1835 for shell edged pearlware. Small 

amounts of pearlware are often still found in deposits dating from the 1840s as curated vessels 

eventually broke and entered the archaeological record.  

Transitional Pearlware (1830 – 1850) 

As indicated by its name transitional pearlware is a ware type that is whiter than pearlware but 

not as white as refined white earthenware. It is found on a refined white-firing earthenware body 

and simply has less cobalt oxide in the glaze than pearlware but more than refined white 

earthenware. It generally dates from 1830 - 1850 but is never particularly common even on sites 
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from this period. This ware type is not referred to in Miller 2000 and the term is borrowed from 

Parks Canada who use it in the same way. 

Refined White Earthenware (1805-1850) 

Refined white earthenware along with vitrified white earthenware and white bodied stoneware 

are intuitive ware types used by Ground Truth to subdivide Kenyon’s term “whiteware”. The 

first two terms are also used in other typologies particularly those based on Parks Canada’s but 

are used by Ground Truth in a more specific manner. Miller refers to “White Ware” in his 

section on refined white-firing earthenwares and gives a initial introduction date of 1805 for 

them though he notes that they do not become common on American sites until 1820. Ground 

Truth has chosen to distinguish between the early "White Ware" that has a light porous body 

identical to creamware and pearlware (with which it co-occurs), and the later denser and semi-

vitrified "White Ware" (vitrified white earthenware) that begins to appear around 1840 after 

creamware and pearlware cease to be manufactured. The distinction made by Ground Truth was 

noted by Kenyon in his 1980 article Some General Notes on 19
th

 Century Ceramics, where he 

states, “Early 19
th

 century wares tend to have a rather soft, porous paste but harder, more vitrified 

ceramics become more popular through time” 

The earlier "White Ware" is referred to by Ground Truth as refined white earthenware and 

assigned a date range of 1805-1845 with some lag. Thus pre-1830 sites will contain only 

creamware, pearlware and refined white earthenware among the refined white firing 

earthenwares that make up the bulk of these assemblages.  

 

Precontact Artifact Sources 

 

Sources used for the analysis of the Woodland period pottery found during the BaGg-31 Stage 3 

assessment include: Anna O. Shepard’s Ceramics for the Archaeologist, Norman Emerson’s 

Understanding Iroquois Pottery in Ontario, Marti Latta’s paper A Decorative Paradigm: The 

Late Iroquoian Ceramic Tradition, William Ritchie and R. S. MacNeish’s The Pre-Iroquoian 

Pottery of New York State and Jenneth Curtis’ A Revised Temporal Framework for Middle 

Woodland Ceramics in South-central Ontario. 

 

The lithic analysis uses Crabtree (1972) as a basis for terminology, with additional debitage 

terminology gleaned from Fisher (2008) who uses Ellis (1979) as a basis for debitage description 

(J. Fisher to N. Gromoff, personal communication 2016). 
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Analysis and Conclusions 
 

While the entire artifact collection has not yet been processed, all of the features have been, 

allowing analysis of these assemblages.  

 

Feature 1 

 

Feature contained 871 artifacts and 29 charcoal/wood fragments. Vessel ceramics (n=366) 

accounted for the largest proportion at 42%. The ceramics were mainly creamware (n=120, 33%) 

and pearlware (n=109, 30%) and refined white earthenware (n=67, 18%) with some coarse 

earthenware (n=36, 10%) and two sherds of stone china. Not surprising, as F1 is a hearth there 

was a high number (n=36) of unidentified sherds due to burning (n=36, 9%). 

 

Ware Type # % 

Coarse earthenware 36 10% 

Creamware 120 33% 

Pearlware 109 30% 

Refined white earthenware 67 18% 

Stone china 2 <1% 

Unid white earthenware 32 9% 

Total 366 100% 

Table 3: Feature 1 ceramics by ware type 

 

Decoration Type # % 

Hand painted - early palette 73 51% 

Hand painted – brown lined creamware 2 1% 

Hand painted - blue 5 4% 

Hand painted - overglaze 2 1% 

Shell edged - blue rococo 5 4% 

Shell edged - blue octagonal shape 3 2% 

Shell edged - blue impressed straight 2 1% 

Shell edged - blue impressed curved 2 1% 

Shell edged – blue unid 6 4% 

Shell edged – green rococo 1 <1% 

Shell edged – green impressed curved 7 5% 

Industrial slipware 19 13% 

Bat printed 1 <1% 

Transfer print – black 1 <1% 

Transfer print - blue 13 9% 

Total 142 100% 

Table 4: Feature 1 ceramics by decoration type 
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A relatively high number of the ceramics were decorated (n=142, 39%) with half early palette 

hand painted (n=73, 51%). Hand painted blue (n=5) and brown lined creamware (n=2) were 

identified and overglaze red hand painting (n=2) on the stone china sherds. There was also a 

considerable amount of shell edged wares (n=26, 18%) of the rococo, octagonal shape, 

impressed straight and impressed curved varieties. Industrial slipware was also well represented 

with 19 sherds (13%), with mocha and three colour trailing as primary decoration. Blue transfer 

print (n=13, 9%) was also fairly common. There was also a sherd each of black transfer print and 

black bat printing. 

 

Architectural items (n=235, 27%) were mainly nails (n=99), all wrought (n=67) or machine cut 

(n=32). The nails are well preserved and are likely the result of burning used lumber in the 

hearth. Whitewashed mortar chinking was abundant in the feature, most of it recovered from the 

lower lots 4, 5 and 6. The chinking indicates that the structure was a round log cabin. There were 

some large brick fragments (n=6) and evidence that the hearth had a brick floor that was 

subsequently removed. Pane glass (n=47) was mostly thin and patinated speaking to the early 

age of the site. There was also a brass window point and a ferrous door hinge. 

 

Faunal material (n=184) accounted for 21% of the assemblage with mammal bone (n=128) the 

most abundant. There was a large number of freshwater mussel shells (n=38) indicating this was 

an important food source. A small amount of fish bone (n=10) and bird bone (n=8) was also 

identified.  

 

Following with the interpretation of F1 as a hearth, there were a number of cooking related items 

associated with such features. Four cast iron cauldron fragments were recovered as well as four 

hearth/pot hooks. Other food related items included four pieces of cutlery: a complete white 

metal spoon, a bone handled knife, a ferrous knife blade  and a bone handle fragment.  

 

Drinking related artifacts included a fragment from a tumbler and four dark-green wine bottle 

shards. Smoking related artifacts were limited to three white clay pipe fragments.  

 

One of the things that set the BaGg-31 site apart from contemporary sites is the high number of 

clothing related artifacts recovered, particularly buttons and straight pins. Feature 1 produced 19 

wound head straight pins and six buttons, one of which was a brass ball button. Of particular 

interest was the presence of two complete pairs of scissors one tailor’s shears. These finds have 

led to the interpretation that a seamstress operated at the site.  

 

A number of agricultural items were also noted in particular the recovery of a wrought coulter 

from a plough in the upper lot within F1. It is possible that the coulter caught on the stones of the 

hearth and broke off the plough after the site was abandoned. A horseshoe and used horseshoe 

nail were noted as well as two ferrous harness buckles.  

 

Other items included a .68 cal musket ball, a clasp knife, a rope thimble and barrel strapping.  

 

 

 

 



 53 

Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

Faunal   184  21% 

 freshwater mussel shell  38  

 fish bone  10  

 bird bone  8  

 mammal bone  128  

Architectural   238  27% 

 window glass  50  

 wrought nails  67  

 machine cut nails  32  

 brick fragments  6  

 mortar chinking  81  

 door hinge  1  

 brass window point  1  

Ceramics (vessel)  366 366 42% 

Cutlery related  4  <1% 

 ferrous knife blade  1  

 bone handled knife  1  

 bone handle  1  

 spoon  1  

Glass: tableware tumbler 1 1 <1% 

Glass: vessel  11   

 clear  7  

 dark green  3  

 blue-green  1  

Cooking related  8  <1% 

 cauldron pieces  4  

 hearth/pot hooks  4  

Smoking related white clay pipe fragment 3 3 <1% 

Clothing related  27  3% 

 wound head straight pin  19  

 brass flat button  3  

 brass ball button  1  

 4 hole bone button  1  

 bone button blank  1  

 scissors  2  

Horse related  4  <1% 

 horseshoe nail  1  

 horseshoe  1  

 ferrous buckle   2  

Firearm related .68 cal musket ball 1 1 <1% 

Personal items clasp knife 1 1 <1% 

Misc. iron  25  3% 

 coulter  1  

 rope thimble  1  
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Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

 strapping  5  

 wrought washer  1  

 wire  1  

 unid sheet fragments  12  

 unid iron  2  

 rod  1  

Misc. tin rim 1 1 <1% 

Total  871 871 100% 

Table 5: Feature 1 artifact assemblage 

 

 

Feature 2 

 

Feature 2 contained an assemblage of 586 artifacts with vessel ceramics (n=239, 41%) the 

commonest, mainly creamware (n=108, 45%) pearlware (n=54, 23%) and refined white 

earthenware (n=53, 22%). There was also a small amount of coarse earthenware (n=8, 3%). 

 

Ware Type # % 

Coarse earthenware 8 3% 

Creamware 108 45% 

Pearlware 54 23% 

Refined white earthenware 53 22% 

Unid white earthenware 16 7% 

Total 239 100% 

Table 6: Feature 2 ceramics by ware type 

 

A relatively high percentage of the ceramics were decorated (n=85, 36%), almost half of which 

were early palette hand painted (n=41, 48%). Hand painted blue (n=10, 12%) was also common. 

There were four overglaze hand painted sherds. Shell edged wares were common (n=16, 19%), 

with only early varieties, such as rococo (n=2), impressed straight (n=5), impressed curved (n=6) 

and octagonal shape (n=1) noted. Small amounts of industrial slipware (n=6, 7%), blue transfer 

print (n=4) and black transfer print (n=2) made up the rest of the decorated sherds. 

 

Architectural items (n=160, 27%) made up a little more than a quarter of the assemblage, Mainly 

wrought nails (n=53) machine cut nails (n=26) and window glass (n=49). Again like F1 there 

was a moderate amount of whitewashed mortar chinking (n=26) from the walls of the cabin. 

 

Faunal material (n=65) accounted for 11% of the F02 assemblage mainly mammal (n=32) and 

fish bone (n=22) with a little bird (n=8) and freshwater clam shell (n=3). 

 

Like F1 there was an inordinate number of clothing related artifacts (n=88, 15%) due to the high 

number of wound head straight pins (n=70) recovered from Feature 2. Seven bone button blanks 

and eight flat brass buttons were also found as well as a silver button insert. Of particular interest 

was a pewter button marked with the insignia of the 10
th

 Royal Veterans Battalion. This military 
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unit raised by the British in 1806 was disbanded in 1815 after serving in the War of 1812. Lastly, 

another complete pair of scissors was found in F02. 

 

Decoration Type # % 

Hand painted - early palette 41 48% 

Hand painted - blue 10 12% 

Hand painted - overglaze 4   5% 

Hand painted – brown lined creamware 2 2% 

Shell edged - blue rococo 1 1% 

Shell edged - blue octagonal shape 1 1% 

Shell edged - blue impressed straight 5 6% 

Shell edged - blue impressed curved 6 7% 

Shell edged – blue unid 2 2% 

Shell edged - green rococo 1 1% 

Industrial slipware 6 7% 

Transfer print - black 2 2% 

Transfer print - blue 4 5% 

Total 85 100% 

Table 7: Feature 2 ceramics by decoration type 

 

There were 15 shards of vessel glass, four of which were from dark green wine bottle. The rest 

was clear (n=10) and some of these are likely from drinking glasses rather than bottles.  

 

Two pieces of cutlery were identified a ferrous three prong fork and a ferrous knife blade. 

 

Personal items included two white clay pipe fragments, a blue facetted glass bead and a gilt brass 

bracelet segment.  

 

Other items of interest included two slate writing board fragments, a ferrous fish hook. Of 

particular interest was the identification of three window pane shards that were chipped into 

disks assumedly to function as gaming pieces.  

 

Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

Faunal   65  11% 

 freshwater mussel shell  3  

 fish bone  22  

 bird bone  8  

 mammal bone  32  

Architectural   160  27% 

 window glass  49  

 wrought nails  53  

 machine cut nails  26  

 brick fragments  6  
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Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

 mortar chinking  26  

Ceramics (vessel)  239 239 41% 

Cutlery related  2  <1% 

 ferrous knife blade  1  

 ferrous 3 prong fork  1  

Glass: vessel  15  3% 

 clear  10  

 dark green  4  

 blue-green  1  

Smoking related white clay pipe fragment 2 2 <1% 

Clothing/shoe  88  15% 

 wound head straight pin  70  

 brass flat button  8  

 silver button insert  1  

 pewter military button  1  

 bone button blank  7  

 scissors  1  

Adornment  2  <1% 

 blue faceted bead  1  

 gilt brass bracelet  1  

Writing related slate board fragments 2 2 <1% 

Tools unid tool tang 1 1 <1% 

Fishing related ferrous fish hook 1 1 <1% 

 pane glass gaming pieces 3 3 <1% 

Misc. iron  7  1% 

 drilled plate/brace  1  

 strapping  1  

 wrought washer  1  

 unid sheet fragments  2  

 unid iron  1  

 possible grater or zester  1  

Total  586 586 100% 

Table 8: Feature 2 artifact assemblage 

 

Feature 2 as noted previously is the wall trench for a portion of the east wall where it forms the 

northeast corner of the cabin. This corner is down slope from the rest of the cabin and it seems 

likely that the structure may have been tilted in that direction causing items to collect along the 

wall. The topsoil over F02 was also deeper due to downslope erosion which better preserved the 

feature.  
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Feature 6 

 

In contrast Feature 6 which represents the remains of the east wall was on the high side of the 

cabin up the slope. This trench was much shallower and narrower because of erosion and 

ploughing of the upper part of the feature. An assemblage of 84 artifacts was recovered from F06  

Mainly faunal items (n=39, 46%) and vessel ceramics (n=36, 43%). The bone was all mammal 

except for one from a bird. 

 

Like the rest of the site the ceramics were mainly creamware (n=15, 42%) and pearlware (n=15, 

42%) with a small amount of refined white earthenware (n=3, 8%) and coarse earthenware (n=1, 

3%). 

 

Ware Type # % 

Coarse earthenware 1 3% 

Creamware 15 42% 

Pearlware 15 42% 

Refined white earthenware 3 8% 

Unid white earthenware 2 5% 

Total 36 100% 

Table 9: Feature 6 ceramics by ware type 

 

Nine of the sherds were decorated with four of those early palette hand painting (44%). There 

were two sherds of blue transfer print and one each of hand painted blue, the rococo variety of 

blue shell edge and mocha industrial slipware. 

 

Decoration Type # % 

Hand painted - early palette 4 44% 

Hand painted - blue 1 11% 

Shell edged - blue rococo 1 11% 

Industrial slipware - mocha 1 11% 

Transfer print - blue 2 22% 

Table 10: Feature 6 ceramics by decoration type 

 

A few architectural items (n=4, 5%) were noted, three shards of window glass and a wrought 

nail. The remaining artifacts were limited to a bone cutlery handle, a white clay pipe fragment 

and two pieces of vessel glass. 
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Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

Faunal   39  46% 

 bird bone  1  

 mammal bone  38  

Architectural   4  5% 

 window glass  3  

 wrought nails  1  

Ceramics (vessel)  36 36 43% 

Cutlery related bone cutlery handle 1 1 1% 

Smoking related white clay pipe fragment 1 1 1% 

Glass: vessel  2  2% 

 olive green  1  

 clear  1  

Total  84 84 100% 

Table 11: Feature 6 artifact assemblage 

 

Feature 8 
 

Only one artifact came from F08, a rimsherd from a refined red earthenware teapot with a black 

manganese glaze. 

 

Feature 10 

 

Feature 10 contained one artifact, a fragment of mammal bone. Eight piece of charcoal were also 

recovered from F10. It is not clear if F10 is a precontact or historic period feature, but it is very 

close to F14/15, which is precontact. 

  

 

Feature 11 

 

Feature 11 is part of the west wall trench and abuts F02 to form the northwest corner of the 

cabin. An assemblage of 234 artifacts was recovered from F11, mainly vessel ceramics (n=83, 

35%) and architectural items (n=74, 32%). The ceramics were consistent with the other cabin 

related features with creamware (n=29, 35%) and pearlware (n=22, 27%) dominating followed 

by refined white earthenware (n=14, 17%) and a small amount of coarse earthenware (n=4, 5%).  

Like F01 and F02 there was a fair amount of unidentified white earthenware due to burning. 

 

Ware Type # % 

Coarse earthenware 4 5% 

Creamware 29 35% 

Pearlware 22 27% 

Refined white earthenware 14 17% 

Unid white earthenware 14 17% 

Total 83 100% 

Table 12: Feature 11 ceramics by ware type 
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Decoration Type # % 

Hand painted - early palette 17 53% 

Hand painted - blue 1 3% 

Hans painted - overglaze 1 3% 

Shell edged - blue rococo 1 3% 

Shell edged - blue octagonal shape 1 3% 

Shell edged - blue impressed straight 3 9% 

Industrial slipware 5 16% 

Bat printed 1 3% 

Transfer print - blue 2 6% 

Total 32 100% 

Table 13:  Feature 11 ceramics by decoration type 

 

Like F01 and F02 whitewashed mortar chinking (n=21) was a significant part of the architectural 

items recovered. Window pane glass (n=12), wrought nails (n=16) and cut nails (n=21) were also 

well represented. 

 

Faunal material (n=48, 21%) was mainly fish (n=21) and mammal (n=20) with a few bird (n=2) 

and three freshwater clam shells. 

 

Cutlery was limited to a bone handle and surprisingly no vessel glass was recovered in F11. 

 

Clothing items were again relatively common (n=19) mostly wound head straight pins (n=12). 

Buttons (n=7) included a brass ball, three flat brass, a domed brass button and a bone button 

blank.  

 

Personal items included an imitation Spread Eagle token was the only coin recovered from the 

features. This token was dated 1814 but was antedated and actually was minted after 1825. There 

was also a .63 cal musket ball. 

 

Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

Faunal   48  21% 

 freshwater mussel shell  5  

 fish bone  21  

 bird bone  2  

 mammal bone  20  

Architectural   74  32% 

 window glass  12  

 wrought nails  16  

 machine cut nails  21  

 unid nails  1  

 wrought spike  1  

 brick fragments  2  
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Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

 mortar chinking  21  

Ceramics (vessel)  83 83 35% 

Cutlery related bone cutlery handle 1 1 <1% 

Coinage halfpenny token 1 1 <1% 

Clothing/shoe  19  8% 

 wound head straight pin  12  

 brass ball button  1  

 brass flat button  3  

 silver button insert  1  

 brass domed button  1  

 bone button blank  1  

Firearm related . 63 cal musket ball 1 1 <1% 

Misc. iron  6  3% 

 strapping  1  

 bar iron   1  

 tool collar  1  

 unid sheet fragments  3  

Total  234 234 100% 

Table 14: Feature 11 artifact assemblage 

 

 

Feature 19 

 

The assemblage from Feature 19 was limited to 80 artifacts, mostly vessel ceramics (n=57, 

71%). The ceramics were almost all creamware (n=25, 44%) or pearlware (n=31, 54%) except 

for a single sherd of refined white earthenware.  

 

Ware Type # % 

Creamware 25 44% 

Pearlware 31 54% 

Refined white earthenware 1 2% 

Total 57 100% 

Table 15: Feature 19 ceramics by ware type 

 

Decoration Type # % 

Hand painted - early palette 2 22% 

Hand painted - blue 1 11% 

Shell edged - blue impressed curved 2 22% 

Shell edged - blue octagonal shape 2 22% 

Shell edged - blue unid pattern 2 22% 

Total 9 100% 

Table 16: Feature 19 ceramics by decoration type 
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Most of the nine decorated ceramics were shell edged (n=6): blue octagonal shape (n=2), 

impressed curved (n=2) and unid blue (n=2). The rest were early palette hand painted (n=2) or 

blue hand painted (n=1). 

 

Faunal material (n=15, 19%) was mainly mammal bone (n=11) with some fish (n=3) and one 

bird. Architectural items were limited to two wrought nails and two fragments of pane glass.  

The remaining artifacts from F19 included a wound head straight pin, a piece of burnt dark green 

wine bottle glass and drilled piece of sheet copper. The most significant artifact recovered from 

F19 was a wrought iron splitting wedge. This item supports the interpretation that F19 represents 

the area where firewood was split and stored.   

 

Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

Faunal   15  19% 

 fish bone  3  

 bird bone  1  

 mammal bone  11  

Architectural   4  5% 

 window glass  2  

 wrought nails  2  

Ceramics (vessel)  57 57 71% 

Glass: vessel dark green (burnt) 1 1 1% 

Clothing/shoe wound head straight pin 1 1 1% 

Tool iron splitting wedge 1 1 1% 

Misc. copper drilled copper sheet 1 1 1% 

Total  80 80 100% 

Table 17: Feature 19 artifact assemblage 

 

 

Feature 20 

 

Feature 20 presented as a shallow pit of dark organic soil with a diameter of 130 cm. The deepest 

point in the pit was 28 cm into subsoil. However the upper portion of the pit was likely ploughed 

away as there is a high concentration of artifacts in the surrounding units. 

  

An assemblage of 449 artifacts was recovered from Feature 20 with faunal material (n=233, 

52%) accounting for more than half. There was a considerable amount of fish bone (n=81) in 

F020 as well as numerous (n=35) freshwater clam shells. Bird bone was limited to 18 pieces and 

the rest was mammal (n=99). 

 

Ceramics (n=117) made up 26% of the F020 assemblage with creamware (n=66, 56%) and 

pearlware (n=37, 32%) making up the lion’s share. The rest were refined white earthenware 

(n=11, 9%) and coarse earthenware (n=2). There were 32 decorated sherds, predominantly early 

palette hand painted (n=19, 59%) or blue hand painted (n=8, 25%) as well as a few (n=4) sherds 

of industrial slipware and a single sherd of black transfer print. 
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Four cutlery related items were also noted including part of the handle of a pewter spoon with an 

illegible maker’s mark probably from Northampton, Massachusetts. There was also a fragment 

from a bone handle, a ferrous knife blade and a two prong fork.  

 

Of particular interest was the recovery of a brass spigot in F020. This item would have been used 

to tap a keg or cask and supports the hypothesis that the cabin functioned as a tavern. A fragment 

from a stemware glass and a patinated shard from a wine bottle were also identified. 

 

Ware Type # % 

Coarse earthenware 2 2% 

Creamware 66 56% 

Pearlware 37 32% 

Refined white earthenware 11 9% 

Unid white earthenware 1 <1% 

Total 117 100% 

Table 18: Feature 20 ceramics by ware type 

 

Decoration Type # % 

Hand painted - early palette 19 59% 

Hand painted - blue 8 25% 

Industrial slipware 4 13% 

Transfer print - black 1 3% 

Total 32 100% 

Table 19: Feature 20 ceramics by decoration type 

 

Architectural items (n=61, 14%) were well represented and almost exclusively window glass 

(n=35) and nails (n=24) besides a single wrought spike and a brick fragment.  The nails were 

mainly wrought (n=12) with two machine cut and the rest too corroded to identify. 

 

Consistent with the site itself there were a high number of clothing related artifacts (n=22) in 

F020. Bone button blanks (n=9) were particularly numerous as were wound head straight pins 

(n=7) and flat brass buttons (n=6). One of the brass buttons had a silver insert. Other personal 

items included a fragment of a bone lice comb and a white clay pipe stem. 

 

Feature 20 is interpreted as a privy pit. 

 

Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

Faunal   233  52% 

 freshwater mussel shell  35  

 fish bone  81  

 bird bone  18  

 mammal bone  99  

Architectural   61  14% 

 window glass  35  
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Artifact Class Artifact Type # by class # by type % of total 

 wrought nails  12  

 machine cut nails  2  

 unid nails  10  

 wrought spike  1  

 brick fragments  1  

Ceramics (vessel)  117 117 26% 

Cutlery related  4  <1% 

 bone cutlery handle  1  

 pewter spoon  1  

 ferrous knife blade  1  

 ferrous 2 prong fork  1  

Glass: tableware stemware 1 1 <1% 

Glass: vessel  2  <1% 

 olive green: patinated  1  

 blue-green  1  

Smoking related white clay pipe fragment 1 1 <1% 

Clothing/shoe  22  5% 

 wound head straight pin  7  

 brass flat button  6  

 bone button blank  9  

Hygeine related bone lice comb 1 1 <1% 

Misc. copper alloy spigot 1 1 <1% 

Misc. iron  4  <1% 

 strapping  2  

 wire   2  

Misc. lead ingot 1 1 <1% 

Misc. tin sheet fragment 1 1 <1% 

Total  449 449 100% 

Table 20: Feature 20 artifact assemblage 

 

The assemblages from the features show a consistent picture of the historic component of the 

site. The ceramics are generally of the cheaper types with no porcelain and little transfer print. 

The ware types are predominantly creamware and pearlware with lesser amounts of refined 

white earthenware, consistent with the ownership of the property by B.F. Wagner from 1809 – 

1827. Certainly the ceramics would support a slightly earlier occupation of the site indicating 

Wagner or someone else may have been a tenant or a squatter there prior to 1809. No late palette 

hand painted or any other artifact diagnostic of the post 1830 period were recovered from the 

site. 

 

The abundance of buttons, straight pins and scissors, beyond what is typically found on an early 

19
th

 century cabin site provides evidence that clothing repair and manufacture could have been a 

occupation of an inhabitant. It is also possible given the high number of burnt artifacts in the 

assemblage that the cabin burnt down and the high number of buttons is due to the destruction of 
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clothes at the cabin. This idea is supported by the recognition of many identical buttons in the 

collection.  

 

There is also evidence that the cabin may have functioned as a tavern or other commercial 

venture as there are numerous coins including two silver 1 reales, a US large cent and about eight 

half penny coins or tokens. Military buttons from a number of regiments and the navy indicate 

that visitors were common. Given the sites location on the lake it would likely have been visited 

during the War of 1812. 

 

Freshwater clam shell and fish bone were common at the site indicating a reliance on wild foods. 

Specialist analysis of the faunal assemblage will reveal a more detailed picture of the 

consumption patterns at the site  

 

 

 

Recommendations 
 

Based on the results of the Stage 4 archaeological excavation of the BaGg-31 site and in 

concordance with the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists, Ground 

Truth Archaeology Limited makes the following recommendations: 

 

 The archaeological site BaGg-31 should be considered completely excavated and no 

further archaeological work is required.  
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Advice on Compliance with Legislation 

 

This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture as a condition of licensing in 

accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c 0.18. The report is reviewed 

to ensure that it complies with the standards and guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and 

that the archaeological fieldwork and report recommendations ensure the conservation, 

protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to 

archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been addressed to the 

satisfaction of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture, a letter will be issued by the ministry stating 

that there are no further concerns with regard to alterations to archaeological sites by the 

proposed development.  

It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any party other than a 

licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to remove any 

artifact or other physical evidence of past human use or activity from the site, until such time as a 

licensed archaeologist has completed archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a report to 

the Minister stating that the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and the report 

has been filed in the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports referred to in Section 

65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

 Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they may be a new 

archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. The 

proponent or person discovering the archaeological resources must cease alteration of the site 

immediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to carry out archaeological 

fieldwork, in compliance with Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act. 

 The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O. 1990 c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 

2002, S.O. 2002, c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any person discovering human 

remains must notify the police or coroner and the Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of 

Consumer Services. 

 Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or protection remain 

subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may not be altered, or have artifacts 

removed from them, except by a person holding an archaeological licence. 
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