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Project Summary

Archaeological assessments (Stages 1 & 2) wendoudy conducted for a 90
hectare development property located in Cambridy®ario bounded to the north by
Maple Grove Road, to the south by Royal York Raadhe west by Boxwood Drive and
to the east by Speedsville Road (Archaeologix 2@07 & 2008).

The Stage 2 archaeological assessment resulteed identification of 23 areas of
archaeological significance including 19 pre-coht@looriginal and four Euro-Canadian
sites. Pre-contact Aboriginal sites Location 11H#&381), Location 18 (AiHc-382),
Location 21 (AiHc-384) and Location 23 (AiHc-385)rme judged to have significant
information potential and additional Stage 3 ardhagical assessment was
recommended to better evaluate their cultural hgeit value. Euro-Canadian site
Location 2 (AiGx-386) produced a number of earlyia®e 19" century artifacts and for
that reason was judged to have significant infoiromapotential and additional Stage 3
archaeological assessment was recommended. Jug details the results of the Stage
3 investigations of these sites.

The Stage 3 excavations at pre-contact Aborigsitas Location 17 (AiHc-381),
Location 18 (AiHc-382), Location 21 (AiHc-384) ahdcation 23 (AiHc-385) resulted in
the recovery of little to no pre-contact Aborigimalltural material. Due to the paucity of
artifacts at these sites the heritage value wageidido be low and Stage 4 archaeological
mitigation of these sites is not recommended. Stage 3 excavations at Euro-Canadian
site Location 2 (AiHc-386) resulted in the recovefya significant amount of early 19
century cultural material. As Location 2 (AiHc-38&ppears to be an archaeological site
associated with the early settlement of Euro-Caralin south western Ontario it is
judged to have a significant historic value andg8td archaeological mitigation or
protection is recommended.

This archaeological assessment was undertakenfioaf standard archaeological
condition of development approval as imposed byRh&vince of Ontario. The Ontario
Ministry of Culture is asked to review the resytesented in this report and issue a letter
of concurrence with the findings herein. As aduhitil archaeological assessment is
recommended a letter of clearance is not requesttls time.
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1.0 PURPOSE

Archaeological assessments (Stages 1 & 2) wendgusdy conducted for a 90
hectare development property located in Cambri@®ario bounded to the north by
Maple Grove Road, to the south by Royal York Raadhe west by Boxwood Drive and
to the east by Speedsville Road (Archaeologix 12007 & 2008). The Stage 2
archaeological assessment resulted in the ideatiic of 23 areas of archaeological
significance including 19 pre-contact Aboriginaldafour Euro-Canadian sites. Pre-
contact Aboriginal sites Location 17 (AiHc-381),dation 18 (AiHc-382), Location 21
(AiHc-384) and Location 23 (AiHc-385) were judgedl have significant information
potential and additional Stage 3 archaeologicatssaent was recommended to better
evaluate their cultural heritage value. Euro-Cé@adsite Location 2 (AiGx-386)
produced a number of early to laté"@ntury artifacts and for that reason was judged t
have significant information potential and addiabistage 3 archaeological assessment
was recommended. This report details the restiltkeoStage 3 investigations of these
sites.

The Stage 3 field assessment was conducted bet@etmer 38 and October
31% 2008 under archaeological consulting licence P@§dued to Jim Wilson by the
Ministry of Culture. The Stage 3 excavations &-pontact Aboriginal sites Location 17
(AiHc-381), Location 18 (AiHc-382), Location 21 (Ac-384) and Location 23 (AiHc-
385) resulted in the recovery of little to no patact Aboriginal cultural material. Due
to the paucity of artifacts at these sites thethgei value was judged to be low and Stage
4 archaeological mitigation of these sites is mabmmended. The Stage 3 excavations
at Euro-Canadian site Location 2 (AiHc-386) redlilte the recovery of a significant
amount of early 10 century cultural material. As Location 2 (AiHc&8appears to be
an archaeological site associated with the eatiyesgent of Euro-Canadians in south
western Ontario it is judged to have a signifidaistoric value and Stage 4 archaeological
mitigation or protection is recommended.

This archaeological assessment was undertakemfioaf standard archaeological
condition of development approval as imposed byRhavince of Ontario. The Ontario
Ministry of Culture is asked to review the resyitesented in this report and issue a letter
of concurrence with the findings herein. As aduliil archaeological assessment is
recommended a letter of clearance is not requesttils time.
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Figure 1: Location of the Study Area
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Figure 2: Location of Sites Subject to Stage 3 Eagations
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2.0 STUDY METHODS
2.1  Stage 3 Assessment of Significance and Inforn@at Potential

The Stage 3 assessment involved the hand excawattianseries of one metre
units strategically located to test the nature @@aisity of the artifact distribution at each
site. Datum stakes from the Stage 2 assessmentrelecated and a permanent datum
was placed on the site. The Stage 2 surface @sifgere mapped and a five metre grid
was established from this point, oriented on magmedrth. The five metre units in the
grid are referred to by the intersection coordisaittheir southwest corner. Each five
metre square was divided into 25 one metre unith, sub-square number one located in
the southwest corner of the five metre unit, nunfber in the southeast corner, number
six located immediately north of number one, andso Each one metre test unit was
excavated to subsoil, with all soil screened thlogg millimetre hardware cloth to
facilitate the recovery of small artifacts. In ttese of Location 23, the Paleo-Indian site,
soil was screened through f/Bich hardware cloth. The subsoil surface of eathwas
shovel shined and examined for any evidence of agulasiltural features prior to
backfilling. All excavated artifacts were retainfed laboratory analysis and description.

The weather during the assessment was sunny dddand at no time were there
conditions detrimental to the recovery of archagiglal remains. Permission to enter the
property and remove artifacts was granted by Aréogier of Delcan, London. All
recovered artifacts will be temporarily housed &k tcorporate head office of
Archaeologix Inc., until formal arrangements can rbade for their transfer to the
Ministry of Culture collections facility at 900 Higpury Ave. London, Ontario.

3.0 RESULTS
3.1 Stage 3 Excavation Results

Stage 3 excavations were conducted using the methatlined in Section 2.1 of
this report. Figure 2 shows the location of eaatha@eological site subject to Stage 3
excavations and excavation maps for each site exed\are included. When artifacts are
illustrated they are shown at actual size. Apperdiprovides the complete catalogue
listing of all Stage 3 artifacts recovered.

3.1.1 Location 2 (AiHc-286)

The Stage 2 investigation of Location 2 found tAadc-286 consisted of a 30m
by 30m surface scatter of early-to-latd"X@®ntury Euro-Canadian artifacts. The artifacts
collected from Location 2 (AiHc-386) representedaage of early-to-mid 19 century
Euro-Canadian cultural material. Late™® early 1§ century pearlware ceramics were
most often recovered, comprising 60% of the ceraotad and 58% of the overall Stage 2
artifact collection and included early decorativ@es. Due to the fact that Location 2
(AiHc-386) consisted of a spatially discrete ankhtreely dense cluster of early-to-mid
19" century Euro-Canadian material it was recommerttiatl the site be subject to a
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Stage 3 archaeological investigation to furtherwata its significance and information
potential.

The Stage 3 excavations included the hand excavatianine one metre units
with depths ranging from 18cm to 32cm and artifaaedds ranging from two to twenty
nine. A total of 121 Euro-Canadian artifacts weseavated from the Stage 3 units,
including 95 ceramic, 19 structural and 7 kitcheodf related items. Each artifact class is
discussed in greater detail below. Table 1 provaesimmary of the Stage 2 artifacts
collected from Location 2.

Table 1. Stage 3 Artifacts Recovered from Locatior2 (AiHc-386)

|

Ceramic artifacts were most often recovered duthey Stage 3 excavation at
Location 2. In total, 95 fragments of ceramic cupkates or pots were collected,
comprising 78.5% of the Stage 2 assemblage. Iedud this total are 49 pieces of
pearlware, 31 utilitarian vessel fragments, 13 elaére and two pieces of undetermined
ceramic type. Tabl@ provides a breakdown of the ceramic assemblagedrg type,
while Table 3 provides a more detailed breakdowntt@ ceramic assemblage by
decorative style.

Table 2: Summary of Ceramic Collection According toWare Type

I A A
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Figure 3: Stage 3 Excavations at Location 2 (AIH886)
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Table 3: Summary of Ceramic Collection According toDecorative Style

|

Pearlware

Pearlware, sometimes referred to as “China glazisda variety of earthenware
that was popular from 1780 to 1840. Pearlwardtenadifficult to recognize because of
its similar appearance to later whiteware ceranticsyever because of the addition of
cobalt, the glaze has a light blue to blue-green tWhen placed on white earthenware
bisque, this glaze gave the impression of a “whiteare than the earlier yellow tinted
creamware. Pearlware is the most common type rainte recovered from AiHc-386,
with 49 pieces recovered comprising 51.6% of thearoéc total. Most pearlware
ceramics were manufactured with decoration, howelver to the fragmentary nature of
many of the ceramic pieces recovered 29 piecesafl\ware artifacts were classified as
undecorated or plain.

Of the decorated pearlware recovered hand paintedtiae most common type,
with thirteen pieces. The earliest painted desigese done using only one colour, blue
with their appearance beginning in the lat& t8ntury and declining in popularity around
1830. The painting for blue painted pearlware wapglied directly onto the plain fired
bisquit and then glazed, this type of techniquédeskthe colour and protected the wares
from daily damage (Lockett 1996:3). Because of ttachnique of application blue
painted pearlware often looks as crisp today asnvthe wares were first manufactured
which explains their enduring popularity (Locke®96:3). Nine of the pearlware pieces
recovered from Location 2 have early blue designs.

Polychrome painted pearlware started to become lapopawound the turn of the
century. Four pieces of polychrome hand painteatlp@re were recovered during the
Stage 3 excavations and the most popular colopresented in this collection are muted
shades of blue, orange, brown and yellow. Theseucslare often referred to as the
“Early Palette” colours that were used in Ontannmre brilliant colours such as red, pink,
bright yellow and bright green were not used uasillate as 1840 and are referred to as
the “Late Palette” colours. All of the painted pgeare polychrome colours in the
Location 2 assemblage fit into the Early Palettaciplg their date of manufacture to as
early as 1795 to 1815 (Noel Hume 1969:129).
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Figure 4: Examples of Pearlware Ceramics Recovergdctual Size)

The next most commonly encountered type of decdrpearlware was transfer
printed. Transfer printing was developed as easly1 780, but did not become common
in Upper Canada until around 1810 (Kenyon 1985:4d)he early transfer printed
pearlwares were most frequently decorated in blith other colours, such as black,
green, red and purple becoming popular after 182@m Location 2 all of the transfer
printed pieces are early blue.

Edged pearlware pieces were recovered during e excavations. The most
common edged ware forms recovered are with scallepges, often referred to as “shell
edge”. Miller (1987) outlines the production rarfigr edged pearlware according to rim
decoration as follows: scalloped rim with impressedved lines, 1780-1820, scalloped
rim with impressed straight lines, 1795-1840, sgad rim with impressed bud, 1800-
1850, embossed raised patterns, 1820-1845, ungedlland impressed rim, 1825-1891,
unscalloped and unmoulded rim, 1850-1897. Theeatirassemblage consists of two
green edged pieces, one is very small and fragmyeata only the colour is noted. The
other is a larger piece with a scalloped rim, irspesl curved lines and a possible
impressed bud. The date of manufacture for thgeédpiece is in the 1800 to 1815
range.

One sponged pearlware piece comprises the remaohdee decorated pearlware
collection. All-over sponging did not become a plap decorative technique until about
the same time that pearlware started to declingopularity, around 1840. However,
these pieces are clearly pearlware and spongetharefore have been classified as such.
The sponged piece is decorated using blue and @rang
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Utilitarian Ceramic Wares

In addition to the tableware, 31 utilitarian ceranpieces were recovered from
Location 2, comprising 32.6% of the ceramic assegdl All of these pieces are red
earthenware. Yellow and red earthenware vessea#s manufactured throughout the late
18" and 19' centuries and were the most common utilitarianeviarthe first half of the
19" century, eventually being replaced by more duratdeeware vessels.

Figure 5: Example of Whiteware & Utilitarian Wares Recovered (Actual Size)

White Earthenware

Whiteware is a variety of earthenware with a neslorntess glaze that replaced
earlier near white ceramics such as pearlware seahtvare by the early 1830’s. Early
whiteware tends to have a porous paste, with mitréed, harder, ceramics becoming
increasingly common later in the i @entury. Twelve of the thirteen whiteware pieces
are plain and one is decorated. The decoratecgwart piece is edged.

Edged whiteware plates became common as early @& d7d overlapped with
the manufacture of edged pearlware ceramics. Bhitb and green edged wares were
popular in the late I8and early 19 centuries with green edged wares declining in
popularity post 1830. The edged whiteware piecenfrioocation 2 is blue, with a
scalloped rim and impressed curved lines. Mill&¥87) outlines the production range for
edged whiteware according to rim decoration a®vadl scalloped rim with impressed
curved lines, 1780-1820, scalloped rim with impeessstraight lines, 1795-1840,
scalloped rim with impressed bud, 1800-1850, enmdmbsmised patterns, 1820-1845,
unscalloped and impressed rim, 1825-1891, unscallemd unmoulded rim, 1850-1897.

Undetermined Ceramic Type

Unfortunately two of the ceramic pieces recovereanf Location 2 could not be
catalogued into specific ceramic-ware classifiosio These pieces are so heavily
damaged and fragmentary that it is impossible tu@tely identify them by ceramic
type. In order to avoid altering the separate ceraatals, percentages and ultimately the
temporal data for the site the damaged pieces sianply classified as miscellaneous
unidentified ceramics.
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Structural

Structural artifacts comprise 15.7% of the Stagas@emblage from Location 2
and include fifteen window pane fragments, one ghbwail, one wire drawn nail, one
cut nail and one metal hardware piece.

Figure 5: Nails Recovered (Actual Size)

Wrought nails were hand made and are identifialyletHeir irregular heads,
hammered body texture, and all four sides coming taper. Wrought nails were the
most commonly used nail in Upper Canada until alkd880 when machine cut nails
started to become more popular. Cut nails were maatut and have a flat head. They
were invented as early as 1790, but did not beamonamon in Ontario until 1830. Wire
drawn nails are identical to the type of nails umrent use today, with a flat, round head
and a wire shaft. Wire drawn nails became populahe 1890’s. The metal hardware
piece could be a fragment of a hinge.

Kitchen/Food Related

The kitchen/food related assemblage consists wf faunal remains, two bottle
glass fragments and one metal piece of a uten$iree of the four faunal remains are
small calcined fragments. The bottle glass fragmane both small, one is brown glass
and one is clear. The metal hardware piece iagfent of a kitchen utensil.

Summary

Test unit excavation at Location 2 (AiHc-386) résd in the recovery of a
number of Euro-Canadian artifacts ranging in datenfthe early to mid 19 century.
Late 18" to early 18 century pearlware ceramics were most often reealyeromprising
51.6% of the ceramic total. Early decorative stytdspearlware and whiteware are
represented, most notably the edged pearlware .pi@te artifacts recovered are very
small pieces, which is what you would expect framearly 19" century occupation.
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Due to the early artifacts recovered it is recomdeel that Stage 4 mitigation be
conducted. This Stage 4 assessment should intioévéand excavation of a series of
additional one metre units, followed by the mecbahiremoval of topsoil by an
excavator with a straight-edged ditching buckatbsgquently, the subsoil surface should
be hand shovelled flat to expose any subsurfaceralilfeatures. When subsurface
features are encountered they shall be subjecttaiodard documentation and hand
excavation practices. In addition to the excawvatamd topsoil removal at this site,
archival research of any historic documentation kamd registry information should be
conducted as part of the Stage 4 mitigation.

3.1.2 Location 17 (AiHc-381)

The Stage 2 investigation of Location 17 resuitedhe determination that this
site consisted of a single positive test pit pradgcpre-contact Aboriginal cultural
material. It was determined that there was a pdigithat additional artifacts were
below the surface but not uncovered during the pgsassessment and a precautionary
Stage 3 excavation was recommended in close priyximithe positive test pit to help
better judge the quantity and significance of acti$ at Location 17 (AiHc-381).

The precautionary Stage 3 assessment of LocafiofAiHc-381) included the
hand excavation of six one metre square test wittsdepths ranging between 36cm and
45cm deep. No artifacts were recovered duringStage 3 unit excavation. Figure 6
illustrates the Stage 3 units excavated in reldtcime positive test pit.

As no cultural material was recovered during theag8 3 excavations the
significance and information potential of this sitas judged to be low. The heritage
value of this site has been fully examined andtamithl archaeological assessment in the
form of Stage 4 mitigation or protection is notaeunended.

3.1.3 Location 18 (AiHc-382)

The Stage 2 investigation of Location 18 resultedhe determination that this
site consisted of two positive test pits 2m apastpcing pre-contact Aboriginal cultural
material. Location 18 met the requirements for aoidal archaeological assessment as
outlined by the 2004 Ontario Ministry of Cultureafir standards and a Stage 3 site
specific assessment was recommended for LocatigAiHg-382).

The Stage 3 assessment of Location 18 (AiHc-38@uded the hand excavation
of five one metre square test units with depthgiranbetween 83cm and 114cm deep.
No artifacts were recovered during the Stage 3 exdavation. Figure 7 illustrates the
Stage 3 excavations.
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Figure 6: Stage 3 Excavations at Location 17 (AiH881)
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Figure 7: Stage 3 Excavations at Location 18 (AiH882)
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As no cultural material was recovered during thag8 3 excavations the
significance and information potential of this sias judged to be low. The heritage
value of this site has been fully examined andtautthl archaeological assessment in the
form of Stage 4 mitigation or protection is notaetnended.

3.1.4 Location 21 (AiHc-384)

The Stage 2 investigation of Location 21 resuitedhe determination that this
site consisted of a 20m by 50m surface scatteretpntact Aboriginal cultural material.
Location 21 met the requirements for additionahaeological assessment as outlined by
the 2004 Ontario Ministry of Culture draft standardnd a Stage 3 site specific
assessment was recommended for Location 21 (AiHM¢-3Bigure 9 illustrates the Stage
3 excavations.

Table 4: Stage 3 Artifact Summary for Location 21(AiHc-384)

I A A

The Stage 3 assessment of Location 21 (AiHc-38duded the hand excavation
of fourteen one metre square test units with degathging between 23cm and 34cm deep
and artifact yields between zero and four. A tat&ll8 artifacts were recovered,
including fifteen pieces of chipped stone debitag® biface fragments and one faunal
remains.

All of the chipped stone debitage recovered arallsnshatter fragments of
Onondaga chert. Onondaga chert is a high qualymeterial that outcrops along the
north shore of Lake Erie east of the embouchurth@fGrand River. This material can
also be recovered from secondary, glacial depasiitsss much of south western Ontario,
east of Chatham.

Figure 8: Example of Chipping Detritus RecoveredActual Size)
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Figure 9: Stage 3 Excavations at Location 21 (AiH884)
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Figure 10: Biface Fragments Recovered (Actual Sixe

Two biface fragments were recovered, one basatecoand one midsection
fragment. Both biface fragments have been manufadton Onondaga chert and it is
possible they are from the same tool. The firkada fragment is a small base and ear
piece of a notched tool. The base is slightly exmand the bottom portion of the notch is
present. The second biface fragment is a midseqgiiece, with a small section of
bifacially worked edge.

The single faunal remains recovered is a smathptete avian long bone.

The Stage 3 excavations resulted in the additidnoabmentation of a small pre-
contact Aboriginal occupation area. The paucitarifacts indicates a short duration of
site use and no evidence was recovered that waliiddetermine the season this site was
occupied. The lithic material recovered indicdtest tool manufacture and maintenance
activities likely associated with hunting were caaotkd here. No subsurface features that
might indicate structures were located in the oredrenunits excavated. Location 21
appears to be a small pre-contact Aboriginal camapwas occupied for a short period of
time by occupants who were engaged in hunting itiesv

The Stage 3 excavations at Location 21 (AiHc-3@4$)lted in the recovery of a
small amount of pre-contact Aboriginal materials ocation 21 was determined to be a
small and diffuse pre-contact Aboriginal lithic #ea with no cultural features or high
yielding one metre units the information potentaald heritage value was judged to be
low and additional archaeological assessment infthen of Stage 4 mitigation or
protection is not recommended.

3.1.5 Location 23 (AiHc-385)

The Stage 2 investigation of Location 23 resultedhie determination that this
site consisted of a findspot of a Collingwood chealeo-Indian side scraper. It was
determined that the recovery of a Collingwood chdassic Paleo-Indian side scraper fell
into the category of an example of a resource etigp interest and additional Stage 3
archaeological assessment was recommended to lestddwate the significance and
information potential of Location 23 (AiHc-385) atalbetter assess the heritage value of
this site.

The Stage 3 assessment of Location 23 (AiHc-388uded the hand excavation
of three one metre square test units excavatedghra/8" inch hardware mesh and with
depths ranging between 27cm and 33cm deep. Nadstiwere recovered during the
Stage 3 unit excavation. Figure 11 illustratesStage 3 excavations.
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Figure 11: Stage 3 Excavations at Location 23 (Ait1385)
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Figure 12: Documentation of Stage 3 Excavations

Figure 13: Documentation of Stage 3 Excavations
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As no cultural material was recovered during thag8&t 3 excavations the
significance and information potential of this sias judged to be low. The heritage
value of this site has been fully examined andtautthl archaeological assessment in the
form of Stage 4 mitigation or protection is notaetnended.

4.0 SUMMARY & RECOMMENDATIONS

The Stage 3 excavations at pre-contact Aborigsitak Location 17 (AiHc-381),
Location 18 (AiHc-382), Location 21 (AiHc-384) ahdcation 23 (AiHc-385) resulted in
the recovery of little to no pre-contact Aborigimalltural material. Due to the paucity of
artifacts at these sites the heritage value wageidido be low and Stage 4 archaeological
mitigation of these sites is not recommended. Stage 3 excavations at Euro-Canadian
site Location 2 (AiHc-386) resulted in the recovefya significant amount of early 19
century cultural material. As Location 2 (AiHc-38&ppears to be an archaeological site
associated with the early settlement of Euro-Caralin south western Ontario it is
judged to have a significant historic value andg8td archaeological mitigation or
protection is recommended.

This archaeological assessment was undertakenfioaf standard archaeological
condition of development approval as imposed byRhavince of Ontario. The Ontario
Ministry of Culture is asked to review the resyitesented in this report and issue a letter
of concurrence with the findings herein. As aduhitil archaeological assessment is
recommended a letter of clearance is not requesttls time.
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Appendix A:
Stage 3 Artifact Catalogues
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Location 2 (AiHc-386)

Cat Context Depth Artifact Freq. Comments
12 | 305E 505N:1] 0-25 pearlware 1
13 | 305E 505N:1] 0-25 glass, window 2
14 | 300E 510N:1} 0-19 glass, bottle 1 brown
15 | 300E 510N:1} 0-19 glass, window 1
16 | 310E 500N:1] 0-31 pearlware 1
17 | 310E500N:1}] 0-31 pearlware, painted 1 blue
green, impressed curved lines, scallop
18 | 310E 500N:1}] 0-31 pearlware, edged L rim
19 | 310E500N:} 0-31 nail, wrought 1
20 | 310E 500N:1] 0-31 glass, window 1
1 rectangular piece with hole, 1 piece
21 | 310E 500N:1] 0-31 metal hardware, misc. P possibly part of utensil, fragmentary
22 | 320E 505N:1] 0-33 pearlware 1
23 | 320E 505N:1] 0-33 pearlware, moulded 1 impreflseal design
24 | 320E 505N:1] 0-33 whiteware 3
25 | 320E 505N:1] 0-33 earthenware, red L
26 | 320E 505N:1] 0-33 faunal remains 1 calcined, sirsgyment
27 300E 505:1 0-18 pearlware 5
28 300E 505:1 0-18 pearlware, transfer printed 1 uebl
29 300E 505:1 0-18 whiteware 2
30 300E 505:1 0-18 glass, bottle 1 clear
31 300E 505:1 0-18 glass, window 2
32 300E 505:1 0-18 nail, wire drawn 1
33 | 315E 500N:1] 0-32 pearlware 3
34 | 315E 500N:1] 0-32 whiteware 1
35 | 315E 500N:1] 0-32 pearlware, painted 1 yellowr&vim
36 | 315E 500N:1] 0-32 earthenware, red b
37 | 315E 500N:1] 0-32 nail, cut 1
38 | 315E 500N:1] 0-32 ceramic, undetermined il burnt
39 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 pearlware, sponged il blue &gea
40 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 pearlware 5
41 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 pearlware, painted 3 2 blusrovn
42 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 pearlware, edged L greenfragment
43 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 whiteware 2
44 | 310E 505N:1 0-22 ceramic, undetermined il burnt
45 | 310E 505N:1 0-22 earthenware, red L
46 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 glass, window 9
47 | 315E 510N:1 0-30 pearlware 7
48 | 315E 510N:1] 0-30 pearlware, painted P4 blue
49 | 315E 510N:1] 0-30 pearlware, transfer printed 1 lue b
50 | 315E 510N:1] 0-30 whiteware 2
51 | 315E 510N:1] 0-30 earthenware, red 12
52 | 315E 505N:1] 0-32 pearlware 5
4 blue, 1 brown & orange, 1 blue, brow
53 | 315E 505N:1] 0-32 pearlware, painted 6 orange & yellow
54 | 315E 505N:1] 0-32 pearlware, transfer printed 1 lue b

>
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55 | 315E 505N:1] 0-32 whiteware 2

56 | 315E 505N:1] 0-32 earthenware, red 12

57 | 315E 505N:1] 0-32 faunal remains 3 2 calcined

58 | 320E 505N:1] 0-33 pearlware, transfer printed 1 lue b

blue, impressed curved lines, scallopg
59 | 310E 505N:1] 0-22 whiteware, edged 1 rim
Location 21 (AiHc-384)

Cat Context Depth Artifact Freq. Comments

4 95E 265N:1 0-30 chipping detritus 4 Onondagatcher

5 | 100E 275N:1] 0-32 chipping detritus 2 Onondagatche

6 | 100E 265N:1] 0-26 chipping detritus 4 Onondagatche

7 95E 270N:1 0-26 chipping detritus 3 Onondagatcher

8 | 100E 270N:1] 0-31 chipping detritus 1 Onondagatche

Onondaga chert, fragment, possibly par

9 | 100E 260N:1| 0-34 biface 1 | of base

10 | 100E 260N:1] 0-34 faunal remains 1 avian longebon

11 | 95E 275N:1 0-23 chipping detritus 1 Onondagatche

12 | 95E 275N:1 0-23 biface 1 Onondaga chert, fragmiemid section




