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ABSTRACT - - ,

Quantitative comparisons were made between Hudson's Bay Company

ot

and the North West Company inventories of fur trade goods, and archaeo- -

logical COll%CtlonS from two 18th Century fur trade posts. Thls
study was deSigned to determirie the relationships between material
items in cultural centext and in eorreSponding archaeologicél context.
The-quantifieetions coneisted of direct frequency ard relative pro-
portion comparisons between individual -artifact types'and between
functional groups, ratiesg relative rankings of artifaet types and
functioral groups, and simple presence/absence of artifact types.

Hypotheses were formulated concerning arehaeological effects of dif-

' ferential behavior in regulating the condition of and the manner in

which different- cultural objects are deposited.
The results indicated that no simple quantitative relationship

. . <
exists between these historic inventories and the archaeological

bassemblages; however, in terms of basic presence of artifact types, a

high degree of representation was noted. Some significant aspects of
tool use and discerd behavior were identified as contributors to the
formation of particular configurations of archaeolbgical deposits.

Based on thése results some generalizations were proposed which‘should
be applicable to other types of cultural deposits. It is suggested that
historical erchaeology is a valuable and unique aid in the determina-
tion of seme aspects of huﬁan behavior from archaeological deposits

and more research should be directei toward such aims.
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. CHAPTER 1 .
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The purpose of this thesis is to investigate some of the

processes involved in the formation of archaeoclogical sites,
. , , \

more specificallyj those involved in the transfer of items

from an ongoing cultural system to their subsequent deposi-

tional context. ?hisr*ﬁvasLAEatzoﬂ is-ultimately directed S
,—‘/7'2 £

toward formu%gzidﬁ of a guantltatiye transformation model

(Scﬁéﬁfé§/1978) through comparlsons of reiattve quantltles

fgf/goods listed in inventories of the Nofth'ﬁest'Company and

1,

" Hudson's Bay fompany, with relative quantifies of artifaétsi
}4¢wﬁméecovered from two early fur trading posts. The degree of
‘representativegess of the archaeologigélﬂrécord will be'
tested, in-addition,rsome nypotheses concerni ing" the processes
affecting dissosal and survival cf certain classes of goods

-

will be formalatad bas#d on behavioral cons;deratlons de-

rived from hl:fsrlﬂa? docaments. It is also intended that

[s

this analysis demon strate the utility of historical archaeology e
in formulating an<d testing venavzoral hypothedes relevant to
other archaesclcogical and an*hrcpological studies.'

This type of study is important since assumptions about

o

the comparability between a?thaeniogicai remains and past

cultural behavior are at the very base of all subsequent

interpretations. They are the fcundations upon which theories
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are dlsplayed in various archaeologlcal contexts, and what

other cultural and. noncultural factors may act on archaeo—

rloglcal remalns “to dlstort reLevant patternlngs. This study R 3
will-examine specific aspects ofvthese’behavioral proceSses'T S :
using a véiuable but generally'ignored data base, which may o

allow formulation df,general behavioral principiespaffectigg: S

artifact deposition..

- Theoretical Development . ' 3

" In order to place this research in proper context, con-

sideration will be given tc the historical develoPment,of ' ' R

PR

' theory concerning behavioral interpretations of archaedlogical

data, as well as theéry in historical archaeology.

¢ Cultural Processes
" Prior to the 1930s, North American'archaeology consisted

mainly of descriptiveAand chronological studies (c.f., Willey .

]

‘and Sabloff:1974); In the late 1930s, some researchers began>

s B s

to suggest that attempts at behavioral interpretatidhs should
be made, in‘particular, methods of manufacture and use (e.g.

Strong 1936, Kluckhohn 1940). Steward>and Setzler (1938) | 1
malntalned that archaeologlsts were soO 1mmersed in mlnute | SRR

detall, that they never came to grlps with the "larger

objectives’ of archaeology. Taylor (1948) suggested that a

‘"conjunctive approach" be utilized to get at behav1oral

factors. This approach encompassed our present day inter-
< -
dlsc1p11nary approach and -the sclentlflc method of hypothe51s
S -




testing In his ideas concerning the nature of archaeological
‘data, Taylor was. probably two decades ahead of his time.
—However, ‘he was not totally ignored, since some reséarchers
exhibited’ concern about their methods and goals (Willey and
Sabloff 1974:145). :

"The next major theoretical milestone came in‘195§} when
Willey and Phillips stated "Archaeology is anthropology or
it is nothing" (1958:2). This contention,rcoupled with

o

‘additional-urging by Lewis “inr rd (1962) led to a new

climate-in archaeology;-in wkich-almost any type of behavioral - SRR
interpretation could be attsgited and the emphaSis was on '
explanation of archaeological_remains in terms of inter-
actions of nonmaterial aspects of culture and environment.
Refinement of,methods was also deemed necessary (c.f., Deetz
1970; Gummerman 1973); both in excavation and interpretation,
and the use of the "scientific method" of investigation was
advocated (Watson et al. 1971). |

. Some interesting studies resulted from-this new outlook
(e.g., Hill 1968, Longacre 1968, Flanhery 1968). However,
some caution was interjected hy Michael Schiffer (1972),
when he'pointed out that the archaeoiogical record was not
as clearcut as some appeared to believe, and that there were
cultural gnd noncultural processes involved. ?:»the formation

and distortion of archaeological remains. He suggested methods .

for recognizing and dealing with some of these processes (1976),

50 that they would not adversely affect interpretations There
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have been other é;;;;ibutors to this new emphasis (e.g., Reid

1974, Deetz 1977, Rathje and McCarthy 1977), all pointing

-

out new directions to pursueﬁfn the investigation of cultural
behavfofvin the archaeological record.
Historical Archaeology

The development of theoretical orientations in historical

archaeology has been painstakingly slow, with a single

dominant question until very recently: Should this field of

reséarch’be a subdiscipline of history or anthropology? This
debate began in 1910 with Carl Russel Fish who advocated a

close connection with history, as did Harrington when the
& T
debate’ resurfaced in 1955. However, it was not until the

formation of the Sdciety for Historical Archaeology and the -

. first annual conference in 1967 that the debate came to the

fore and became an important theoretical discussion. Some
researchers were strongly against the "intrusion" of anthro-

pological principles into what they believed should be a

_purely historical discipline (e.g., Noel Hume 1969; Walker

1967, 19723 Dollar 1968). In fact;'Walker (1967) went so far

as to state that historical. archaeology should avoid "getting

- bogged down in aimless theory".

There were numerous outcries from anthropologically
oriented historical archaeoclogists (e.g., Fontana 1968,
€Yeland and Fitting 19685 Schuyler 1970); who; it now ap

eventually won the debate. These archaeologists pointed out

’ 7 V -



pology (e.g., Schuyler'i970,/KleIﬁw1973),inparticulap2;22?ter

(

that to restrict the use of historical data to simple his-
, - -

toric documentation was a grave undere;timation of the power .
of thesevdata. They stated that by approaching historic sites
with an anthropological perspecfive, some major theoretical
and methodological contributions could be made. Somé even
pointed out that historic archaeology had some advantages
over prehistoric archaeology in furthering the aims of anthro-
initial control over‘the'data base,*éo.thgt interpreﬁatl ns
and methods can be better evaluatéd. |

Historical archaeology can.be used to test methods of

©

excavatioén and interpretation in prehistoric archaeology, as

. well as to shed some light on processes operating in the -

5

formation of the archaeological record. Behavioral patterns

which may be applicable to prehistoric situations can be

identified in historic sites. In short, historical archaeology
provides many possibilities to formulate and test hypotheses

about human behavior which should be useful in anthropology

@

in general, and in prehistoric archaeology in particular.

The Research Problem

One of the first practical attempts to/demonsfrate the

theoretical applicability of historical archééology was:

Staﬁléy South'a (1977) Method and'Theory in Historical

Archaeology. Here'he~s%ressed”that*historicai'arcﬁaébibgigfg -

must provide rigofous quantitatiVe,tha so that patterns may
- -~ N
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be recOgﬁized, leading to an understanding of cultural pro- -

cesses,(South 1977:31). Baéed on comparisons of relative
percentages of artifacts acrosé several assemblages, he
dépives‘some refuse disposal patterns and ﬁértifact patterhé",
which are interpreted as démonstratingvbehavioral Va;iations
in different cultural contexts. Unfoftunately, the manner in -
thch South attempted this is wrought with problems; howevérgi

he gave historical archaeologists a much needed push to get

moving on the anthropological track.

One of the morequtentiéllyhugefﬁl aspects of South's
book was his attempté to compare his artifact patterns to his-
torical documents, specifically wills (South 1977:i90-198),
to test the validity of the archaeologically derived "patterns"
With the presumed cultural reality. This attempt was ver&
inconclusive, primarily due to the inadequacies of wills for
this,purp;se;'hoﬁever, it was this part Qf the book which
prohpted'the analysis containea in this thesis. South's book,
together.with Schiffer's attempts tbvdelineate formation
processes,-fdrm the theoretical basis of this research.'
R During consideration Qf-South's assemblaée-will cquarisbn53
rit.was suspected that more representative historiéal documents
must;exist; wills generaliy céntain.oniy those items cdnsidered
valuable. The fur trade inventories used here are rélatively

complete lists of all items thought to be necessary in

carrvi on the trading business and maintaining the lives
ying ng g |

st ol e drarons MBS Bhr N e i+ e s e

stectLBbuh b een £

of fort employees. Therefore, these lists present a more or

less complete "potential tool kit" of the items which were

 /§




iikely present at the forts, with the:minop exceptions of fhé»
very féW'pérsonal belongings aildwed to company employees}
Thus, quantitative cbmparisons of these inventories with
artifactchllections from historic forts, should indicate
the extent to which the‘archaéolbgicél remains reflect the
original cultural situation.

Toward this end, the thésis begins with some theoreticai

L4

considerations concerning behavioral representations. Chapter

N

N

3 presents the archaeological and historical background,
including relevant aspects of lifestyles and behavior’of
fort;inhébitants, aﬁd discussibn af the nature of the in-
veﬁtory lists. The last® three chapters pfesent the analysis
of the quantitative comparisons® discussion of the resulté,

and general conclusions.
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" CHAPTER 2~
THEORETICAL,CONSIDERATIONS
. : ) {
The Nature of Archaeological ASsemblages : -
~ — : -
- The only definite statement which can be made about ;
Aarchaeologlcal assemblages is that they are the remains of
- past human activity filtered through various mechanisms.

-~ This is-the only fact of archaeology =~ all other statements

are based on assumptions.,-analegies, theories and logic.-

KRR rtt*-rib#*’izvrq;{,;h&f} g

The first logical jump is made when it is;stAted‘that these
réﬁains, being products of culture, must somehow "represent"v
that culture. The next majbr assumption seems to be that the

tools are droppédAwheré they are used and consequently it

should be_ﬁossiblertorrecognize specific activities, tool

groups related to each type of activity, and reiationships
between ,activities from'sﬁatial arraﬁgements. Sﬁch inter-
pretive considerations are functional-féchnological, which

are genépally considered to be fairly reasonable and highly

probable. 'HOWever, tﬁefe are certainly many more aspects

of culture, ana recently archaeologists havé'beeﬁ concentrating g

on more "tenuous" types of interpretations concerning non-

material aspects of culture. As a major proponent of this

direction of research, Binford has stated:

- k3

Granted we cannot excavate a kinship terminology
or a i > but we can and do excavate the
material items which functioned together with these




more behavioral elements within ‘the appropriate
cultural subsystems. (Binford 1962:219)

Binford stresSes‘t t no limitationéjshould be pIaced'on what
information afchééological assemblages contain, that thepfeti-
caily\every aspect of the liVingvcultﬁre is represeﬁted in
the material remains and that»bnlyartifici%l limité are'
imposed byféresent methods of obSerVation‘and interéretation.
Such less éﬁpirical interpretations are more‘difficult‘to»

justify, thus the theoretical foundations must be very care-

fully consfructed, a-procéssronly recéntly'begun.

What; thén;rao éféhééoiééiééi éésemblages represent? At
this time, there can be nobdefinitive answer,>since inVes;fﬁ
tigative and interpretive techniques are étill impro§ing
rapidly. - Archaeologists are now proposing types of behaviorélv
inferenceS'which would have been thought to be impossible
speculation only 20 years agb. .Unfortunatély3 some researchers
Jhave been tooveager in their zeal to make grand interpretations
(e.g., Binford 1968, 1972) and have not considered the
"validity of archaeologiéal inferential méthodolbgy" (Bonnichsen
1573), a:pfactice termed "leapfro 1(g" by Tringham (1975).
Thus, with careful refinemént of ggisyinferential methodology,
the archaeological assemblage will represent more and more to
us: However, it must alwayé be keépt in mind that it is
impossible to be absolutely sure of'behaVioral inferpretations;
they will remain, at best, statements of probability. _
Not only must the validity of initial assumptions be

examined, but all possible factors involved in tC? formation
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and subsequent alteration of the archaeological assemblage

¢

must be .investigated as well. Binford's initial zeal was

misdirected when he stated that archaeological remains are

a "...'fossil'_reéord‘of the 'actual operation of an extinct
society" (1964:425). In fact, as Schiffer has succinctly //\\L_
noted: ' ‘ - o . 7 T

Between the time artifacts were manufactured and

used in the past and the time these same objects

are unearthed by the archaeologist, they have been
~subjected te a series of cultural and noncultural
processes which have transformed them spatially,
quantitatively, formally, and relationally. (1976:11)

This marks the H‘%inning of recognition of the complexity of
the‘archaéqlogical assemblage, and the diffiéulties in
defining the relatioﬁshiﬁ between it and cultural reality,
that is, the originﬁl integration and operation of the
cultural system. | '
Schiffer (1976) identifies processes affecting the
archaeologiéal record, as cultural and noncultural formation
pfocésseé. He grPoups these into specific typeé of processes
,Based on how they contribute to thé tranéformatibn‘of items

between and within syétemic context (that is, the living
. t

behavioral system) and archaeological context:

1. S-A processes those resulting in cultural deposition.
2. A-S processes - those which-'remove items frbm’fhé;
archaeological context back into a

behavioral system. o

3. A-A processes - natural,pogt—depositional factors.



4. S-S processes - those which convert items- from state

’ to state within the be?aﬁioral»éystemﬂ;
The latter are the most difficult to identify and deal ‘with, S
since they often do not leavé any ‘evidence in the archaeological
record. These include lafefal‘cycling (change in- user);
recycling, where the object is changed in form suitable for

a different use; secondary use, when an object is used for

a new purpose without modification; manufacturing processes,

that is, conversion of raw materials into useable items;
curation; and choices of locations of ae:t'iiz'i%y areas on and
arghind the site.
Another set of behavioral‘proééssesyare S-A processes.
These include discard methods; loss of objectg, site abahev
donment processes and burial practices.
A-A™and A-S processes are‘ail post-depositibnal and
include pl ghing’aﬁd éther later land’uses;Arodent, root
and carnivore activity; sedimentation prdcesses; environmental
and geological disturbances; pfeservation factors; léfer
-scavenging or "pbtting" of sites, and archaeological excavations.
Once the relevant processes have been %déntified, they
are used aé’the basis for formulation of cultural.(C) and non-
cﬁlturél (N) transforms, defined as principles which specify
the variables resulting in the form of the cultural deposit as

found. Each of the above processes can be represented by an

appropriate C- or N~ transform. Some examples are:

1. Loss probability varies inversely with ‘an object's

mass (Schiffer 1976:32).
' ]
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2. The more useful and scarce a raw material, the more !
) i
likely it is to be recycled. {

3. The more useful an item, the more maintenance effort

will be involved, and the less likely it is to be discarded
in other than an exhausted state. )
Such transforms may then be used to formulate test impli-

cations and hypotheses concerning the nature of the archaeo-

logical record; what materials are expected to be deposited

in a particular spatial configuration and what evidence could

result from'pA££iéuiafftyﬁééﬂbf”ﬁbdificaiiohﬁprdcéssés. Lack
of understanding of all the ?elevént processes will result in
lack of ability to validly interpret the important behavioral
implications of the archaeological record (c.f; Bonnichsen
1973). Hypotheses regarding relationships between archaeolo-
gical and systemic contexts will be specifically formulafed
with respect to the data of this analysis following presenta-
' tioﬁ of background information; relevant formation processes
wiil be subsequently discussed. -The analysis will concentrate
on behavioral factors (fhat is, S-A and S-S procésses), since
historical archaeological studies are among the very few
(including ethnoarchaeelbgical and urban archaeological

studies) -in which such factors can be investigated.




CHAPTER 3

o~

~ THE DATA BASE

Archaeological Recovery Methods

Fort George and Buckingham'House are situated on the

~north bank of the North Saskatchewan River (about 0.4 km

apart), approximately 48 km west of the Alberta-Saskatchewan

"Béﬁh&ééy and 240 km north east of Edmonton‘EFig. 1. ”They
were'thé,first'histofiémfﬁf7££éaiﬂéﬁﬁgsts in Alberta to 5é7
.investigated archaeologically. Work began at Fort Ggorge
in 1965, marking the beginning of a Provincial Museum of
Alberta program in historical archaeology. Buékingham House
was extensively tested the following year by a Provincial
Museum team (Hurlburt 1977). .

The major emphasis in this analysis will be on Fort
George, since that is the site at which the author conducted

fieldwork. - Information from Buckingham House will be in-

cluded for comparative purposes.

Fort George
In 1964, the Alberta Historic Sites Advisory Committee
decided to begin a historic archaeology program at Buckingham s

House. At that time, Fort George was believed to be Buckingham

_House; thus, in 1985 Rcbert Kidd of the Provincial Museum of _ . >_
Alberta began excavations at Fort George. The site was

virtually undisturbed up to that point, with the exception of
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the east palisade area which was ploughed. Kidd spent e

),n

two and a half months testing the main house at the north
end of the site. The follow1ng year, he spent three weeks

testing the hangard In 1967 the two months of excavations
. TN .
were aimed at testing most of the site area to locate palisade

lines, cellars, building walls and the blacksmith's shop

In 1970, several days were spent excavating a chimney in. the

main house. Unfortunately,iKiddiwasinotithelfirstlpersonltoelllllllf

-dig at Fort George. Steve Andrishak of Elk P01nt had,periodi-,WW;ii,,
cally v1s1ted ‘the S1te with ar metal detector for over 30 7 N
years. However, it appears that h1s~d1gging was relatively

localized mostly in the vicinity of the large midden south

, of ‘the south palisade o o B )

L

o

Buckingham House and Fort-George were- chosen by the
Alberta government for poss1b1e reconstruction aseahistoric
“park. It was discovered that’reconstruction of Fort George,
could not proceed‘without»mére'Structural detail. Thus,'in'
1977, Dr.'Timothy Losey'waszgiven anﬂeﬁcavation contract;‘the
project was run as anéarchaeolpgical field schoolvsponsored_
by the University of-Alberta,j_ | . o | e

a In 1977, four months of-excavation concentrated onriden—“
tifying corner constrUCtion techniques'ofrthe main-house,<

1nvest1gat1ng a previously unexcavated area between the main

house and the north end of the west structure., In 18978, due

“to governmental directives, the strategy was to open as much

area asvpossible;lthUS,tin three and a half months | the north,

2

-



south and east palisade lfnes were completely’eXposed, the

hangard was totally excavated, and almost the entire west

‘structure uasoopened. Work at Fort George 1is expected to

continue‘for‘two more seasons; , ' : '—_
Excavation techniques and strategies employed on the site

have been variable, generally dependent on aims of excavation

and types of features. Kidd's excgvation'strategy was directed

't0ward exten51ve testlng of the entire 51te (Kidd 1971:214).

A’

Th1s approach resulted 1n numerous small shallowwunlts

across the whole site (Fig. 2), contributing to a general
understanding of thelsite, but little detail. With Losey, &
the strategy became more 1nten81ve, resultlng in detalled

knowledge of constructlontﬁethods of several complete

)

afeatures (Flg. DI 2 .

In geheral, excayation‘methods_involved‘shovel;shaving
of the shallow overburden to a levelxsllghtly above suspected ~_
features, then trowelllng and brushlng to completely expose
features. 'The ‘north, east and about half of the south pali-=

sades were‘initially exposed by bulldozer and levelled by

shovel-shavingrand trowelling.

5

Almost all matrik removed was screened th oughfone—
'fourth’ inch mesh, except in 1978 when onlyrabout fifty percent
of matrix was'screened, due to the volume of work required by
the contract ‘Palisades were only sample screened Where i i

high~bead—eoﬂeentrataens—became~evxdent;40ne—millimetertmesht"tttt_t”**

~ qwas. used. Artlfactsvand bones were not normally mappedvin l : ,

i 4TS L o



Fig. 2. Excavations at Fort George, 1965 - 1970 (Afteér Kidd 1971).
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'situj; the hiz;gric living surface is about one inch in depth

and the greats majority of undisturbed artifacts occur within

A ) o .

this level. Control was maintained within ten feet square {\a ,

(or smaller) units by changing proveniénce numbers frequently

as excavations proceeded in depth (the historic living surface

was assigned separate provenience), or by assigning different

s provenience numbers to various features within one excavation

unit. Thus, artifacts can be located-within a maximum area

of ten by ten feet™usually smaller) and within a ilery, few

‘inches in depth. More arcurate vertical control of individual
artifacts was not deemed necessary, due to the short period

of site occupation. For further details regarding excavation

strategies and methods, thevreadep,is,referretho Kidd (1971)

and to ‘Losey.ad al. (1978, 1979).

The tenté%ivq pian;of the fort as it is knéwn thué far,
is shown in Figure 3. Interpretations of probable building -
functions are primarily based onérchite ral features, with
artifacts providing secondary confirmationf

A subsfanfialwamount of evidence suggests much construc-

> .

tional activity at Fort George during‘its‘eight year occupa-

;P Fer instance, the west living quarters were removed,

icgte eliberate filling of all cellars and removal

1lér men’'s house.

i R
—

replaces. This building was apparently U

The posts were apparently removed from the inner west palisade

The palisades b@ﬂy{fg additional evidence of rebuild%ﬁg,

- ey



20

~under the west living quarters,; joining the inner west trench - |

p—c
__compound, the furthermost west on;NEacking posts ;

L il R -~
, and the men's house west sill is superimposed over

that trench. There is evidence of a south trench ruﬁning

and angling along the same line as the south palisade. There

are also two triangular enclosures at the west en
- . . L < P-d

I

thus far exposed (see Fig. 3).

On the basis of the archaeological'evidence, some tentative

construgtion phases have been proﬂﬁkéd (Fig. 4). -Such a

large amount of constructional change is certainly surprising

extent, anticipated Indian attacks.

Vaud
—

over an eight year span of occupation; there are indications

from the Buckingham House journals that it is related to

fluctuations in trade volumairat these forts, and to some

""" The effects of such
activity on artifact distributions were pfobably quite
severe; effects on artifact content were probably less, a

proposition to be discussed later. ;-

£
*
:

Buckinghaé%ﬁouse

There is yet no final report available the excavations

at Bueckingham House; this~section is based ot}a preliminary

_tions with J. Nicks.

draft report (J. Nicks 1977) as well as peﬂsénal communica-

e B - =

Most of the site was extensively and &ntinuocusly culti-

vated for many years (possibly since 1915), until it was-

 purchased by theﬁlbertaGovergtjf)in1959.Some"potting"

was also done by Steve Andrishak:
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Robert Kidd directed the Provincial Museum of Alberta

excavatlons 1n 1966, wh1ch consisted of exten51ve testlng

e e e e o - .

to locate pallsade and bu11d1ng features.rr?he7197}wand7;%22 T
investigations, under Gertrude Nicks, involved more intensive = - N 1

excavations with complete exposure of palisades and major

buildings in the cultivated area. Thls 1nvolved str1pp1ng

the entlreiarea by grader and tractor. Addltlonally,'ln

s i Dortlon44wh1cha£ons;sted;ofaiheaeasternaedgeaof thef51te4andfrf~~~—f~'5

the north east corner. In preparatlon for potent1a1 recon-

-structlon, some small structuralrdetalls were-lnvestlgated

e in 1975 undep’ the directi of John N ks.
, \xop icks
Excavatgzn and artlfact recovery. strategles varled with- R

“the changes in directors and changes in directives from- the-

. government.r Excavatlon' unlts;wereagenerallyrflve or ten feetr
sguare, at maiimum.' In ailfinstancesiwherejgcreening oécufféa;'
one-fourfh inch nesh was utiliied, as well as'some samp;e
screening through finer mesh. All matrix associated'with
features was screened except from pallsades, in 1975 1t was

felt that an - adequate sample of artlfacts had been recovered

and screenlng was restricted to midden areasenuiundlsturbed

“strata (Hurlburt 1977 10). In mést cases, artlfacts occurrlng

w1th1n structures were measured in 1nd1v1dually, thls was not. -

the case 1n ngfﬁse areas, where artifacts- are- locatable by - ]

excavatlon unit (J NleS, personal communlcatlon)
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?
Buckingham House also shows some evidence of construc- A

AR L

- o (Nicks 1977 47

-

‘tional change, althOugh it is not as extensive as that at

_ _ S A S I . 7/,f _ .
Fort George. Flgure 5 shows the floor plan and the/pallsade -
, e 7 . e o
expansions of 1794., It has been suggested that these expan-
/

sions were due to an effort to 1ncrease~defen81ve capabilities -+

Comparison of Recovery Technlques

~In general the excavatlon and recovery methods ‘used at

hothtsiteSMWeretgrossiy 81mi1ar, “Table 1 summarizes the
rmethods and gives some rough estimates of the percentages of -
total site area to Which these methods were appiied.
At both sites,rthe dOminant:excavation,ﬁethod;was,shaving,

off thevoverburden, then trowelling to expose features; the

fact that a graderhwas used‘atrBuckingham House”should not
ghave affected the”structuralfremains of the historic occu- -
pation, as it Was Only'used to remove disturbed'overburden;
Agrlcultural ploughlng llkely caused much more damage to
features, although probably had less effect on artlfact
'content, since there is ev1dence to suggest that repeated

ploughlng moves objects back and forth and up and down w1th1n

e e cassmalls ar'ea—QPys zez ykﬁ pers ona} communicati mn ),, ~PIL gu’gh ing

"fﬁ' and bulld021ng, ‘taken” Ind1v1duaIIy, wouId ‘have- few effects

relevant to this study; however, takenitogether 1nrsuchra,r

.
sit

»

# ° in the removal or displacément of some items. The ploughing
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L Table 1. Comparison of grc@ggQ%ggipg; rgpdvery-methods used at Fort ..
- - George and Buckingham House i(B’y f)ﬁéﬁ:*eﬁtage). , I

.~ Fort George Buckigghaﬁ House

Cultivated R 90 , ,
- Bulldozed: S 5 S L

uwh‘ma‘(“wwcwqw‘»,,««nm—u-w,vn—ﬁ-‘?“n e v

Excavated ' ' ' o ' ' : .
- total site area : S 60 - , _80 . Co
buildings : ’ - 80 100
T - palisades - ' R 80 T 100
- compound o . 10 507 , ,
- .~-gurrounding area - -~ - -pnear-0 - - Tested - =

Screened (of excavated portion)
-~ total site area — 50 50 :
~ buildings : : 80 o 100 ' ;
"= paldsades o cmoroowTmmn o e YT el e e R s s e S g
~ compound - - — 100 107 - +

- surrounding area = ~ 100 100

~ Fine screened ' - , " +27? T 427

:
, 1
i
- E
- S —— E— e - — - e — 3
.
E
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would have left some uﬁknown proportion of thé>culturalr;

remains in the "bverburden",'which was'subseqﬁently bull-

dozed into one big heap (aﬁd“ﬁot'samplé screened). The
quantifative effects of these procésses cannot be estimated

at this site since there are no controls; these must be -

quantified through experimeﬁtation. However, 1ogica11y it

~“can be postulated that these disturbances should have affected

the entire site similarly and that no one particular artifact

class would be differentially affected. 1In other words, the

cultural materials remaining in the ground, are assumed

representafEVe of fhoserbulldozed away. This assumption

must stand until detailed experiments on thereffectsAof

Ploughir’tgj have beeh completgd” T 7 - 'V - '; :’" L 7'.’ . V' N P - LT T ,’;".f;:i. ,’i:’,;f,.';"f’ ";';

Although Fort George has not been as totally excavated *s

Buckingham House, virtually all building features at Fort

George have beén samp1ed andzﬁost have had a large'pfdpdrtion'

of area excavated (see Figs. 2 and'3), sThé primary difference

in terms of features excavated at the two sites is that two

' middéns outside the fort were tested at BuckinghamHogégt

while virtually no outside testing was done at Fort George.

However, several areas within Fort George (e.g., filled céllars)?

contained substantial amounts of refuse. Therefore, the

~ artifact sample from Fort George should be as representative

as that of,Buckingham House, and further excavations will

likely not result in any new artifact types, nor, it must be

aéshﬁéd; gféafiyﬂéiféf relative quantities.




.

Screenlng strategles were ba51cally 51m11ar at both sites,

as. suggested by Table 1; one- fourth inch mesh was prlmarlly

,efwwa—w—~—used -at- bothrsxtes, ‘and-the- proportlon ofﬁthe*sample'frne
. I screenedvat-both~SlteS waS;probablyralsom31mllar:—~~1~mf

It thus appears reasonable to conclude that excavatlon.

and artifact. recoyerylieghnlqueslshould_notmhayeldlfferent1al1v

affected elther sample to any 51gn1f1cant extent.r Therefore,

these sites should be. comparable in. terms of assemblage com-~

-

pOSlthD, that is, the excavated samples truly represent the

“total cultural inventories in the entire site volumes.

Fur Trade History'

The Hudson s Bay Company, established in 1670 by an Act
"of the Brltlsh Eﬂﬂmmmmt “had assumed monopoly tradlng rlghtsi

' to the entire Northwestern North Amerlca. ThlS was not

o T TR AT T e MmN g At e e o0 g T

challenged until half a century later, flrst by the French '

é 7 and later by 1ndependent Canadlan traders. ‘ S
| During this initial period, the Hudson's’Bay‘Companyfs‘
policy of condueging'tradefconsistedrof establishing trading‘
posts at the Bay on the major rivers lead1ng west, and con-rzﬁ
vincing the 1nter10r Indians to come to them.k This was -

naturally the most economlcal method of gaining the greatest

V;returns, and by’ 1750 the Company s 1nf1uence extended to thewm

Rocky Mountains (Heidénreich and Ray 1976 43).

However, beginning in the 1730s, the Frenchibegan to move

west from the,Great,Lakesfand,byW1753ltheyohad:established a -
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trading post at the forks of the Saskatchewan River. This"

~action allowed;the'Prench to'intercept the”Indians on. their

way to Hudson S Bay,‘however the Brltlsh conquest of Canada

in 1763 effectively removed the French competition. -

-

This'reprieve for the Hudson's,Bay Company was brief, = . o

‘ however, as in 1157 1ndependent traders from antreal began

S — t&establ lsh%ts -on-- the ﬂSaskatehewaMLvepﬁ &Lthough tha;s—w—f—v—%v

1nf1ux caused major decllnes in. proflts at the Bay posts (o. f., e

Wllllams 1969) the Hudson s Bay Company was st111 reluctant'

Lofmovefrnto'dIrect—compettt10n+—f1na11y—1n—i7?#——they—rE444”44—*u——ff

alized that there was no»alternatlve but to pursue the
Canadians inland, and established Cumberland Honse on Pine
‘Island Lake. |
More 1ndependent traders‘arrlved andkcompetltion,among
themselves as well as w1th the Hudson s- Bay Company became
flerce.f By 1780, the ‘need for a unlon of the 1ndependents o
became obv1ous since 1nd1v1dua1 competltlon with' the establi-
shed and well financed Hudson s Bay Company as well as w1th |
.each other, was 31mp1y too expen31ve Addltlonally, tradlng
permlts and transportatlon rlghts were more dlfflcult to-

obtain for 1nd1v1dua1 traders than for a company, “and small—»

—— : ,77pexhhad—begun—teudeeimatesseme—Ind1aﬂ—pepu}atienﬁ——ereatiﬁg

--a shortage of furs (Mortom 1929). ’Thus*tthe*firsttﬂorth;WEBt:

'éompany was formed in 1784, initially a five year agreemen

“this agreement was renewed several times over the following

-

thirty-five years.




This union of Canadlan traders strengthened thelr p081tlon'

agalnst the Hudson 's Bay Company and the rlvalry was,helghténed. 24

rThe tw0'compan1es began leapfrogglng up the North Saskatchewan

Rlver (Flg. 6), both trylng to establlsh holds over new fur

-

'rlch areas and nelther ga1n1ng any great advantage. Generally,

the North West,Company seemed to be the forerunner, establld

°sh1ng the flrst posts in néw areas, but'the Hudson 's Bay

,establishedfPort George,in what is_now_ Alberta, in,the,spring_er,ffeeg

=
'

'follow1ng journals:

of 1792 and the Hudson s Bay Company opened Bucklngham House rlf -

only 500 yards‘to the west in the fall of the same year. Both

- forts were totaliy abandoried by 1800. - ° , L " ;\i
Life in Early Fur_Trade Posts B e P
Activities 'f o T LT e

" In order to better'nnderstandfthe'arehaeological”remainsf*
an examination of the historic literature ﬁasAnndertaken; with'
respect to' daily aot1v1t1es carried out within forts, partlcu-r
larly those connected with tools and trade goods.” The frfg £t

tabulation of dally act1v1t1es (Table 2)’1 ;f:don;the;’:”'

1. Edmonton House 1795-1799, by William Tomiso nand

George Suthefland (Johnson 1967). ‘
2. Buckingham House 1792-1799 mbyuuunaaxon&sen»ggdv —

Peter deler (Hudson s Bay Coﬁpany Archlves

(B !&9/3/1 to 5).
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. Fig. 6. Expansion of the fur trade in the - - )
e e Sagkatchewan Districty 1775 1800, e
-~ . :1l: - Sturgeon Fort -(1776) =
2. Lower Hudson House (1779)
3. Fort-de I'Isle (1786)
4. Manchester House (1786)
. 3. South Branch Houses (1786)
. - ' 6. Fort George (1792) ] . , o
- Buckingham House (1792) L
T T T T T TR 7. = PFort St. Louis (1794) - o oooTmormrmomTee
8. Carleton House (1795)
9. Port Augustus (1795)
10:; Edmonton House (1795) -
11. Upper Terre Blanche (1799) = . e L
~ 12. Nelson House (1799) _
I3. Rocky Mountain House (1799) \‘/
14. Acton House (1799) S
15. Chesterfield Houses (1800)
. . - f
9 - - ]
e b
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Table 2. Daily Activities in Saskatchewan District
Fur Trading Posts.

L%
June to early September
- tending ga
- cutting £ d
- repairingf for st?hﬁturgs
. I

Late September to. earMy’ 8¢tober
- canoes arrive ’

= goods unpacked and inventoried -
- some trading - men watch storehouse
- gathering garden produce

October -

- cutting firewood

- =~ collect hay for horses S S
.= lay canoces for-winter- R - - S
{gzg meat from hunters tent(s)
- some men leave to winter on Plains
November to February >
- some trading throughout winter '
- major employ of most men is cutting firewood
- hauling meat .
- clearing snow from yard
- making soap
- makjing charcoal for smith
tradesmen very busy:
- smith making steels, awl blades, repairing guns & hatchets,
making various metal items '
~ carpenter repairing structural problems, directing wood
cutting for various repairs & camoe, boat building
- tailor msaking Indian clothing and repairing & naking
clothing for men
- cooper making kegs —

March
- begin building or repairing fur press
- hauling ice & snow into meat storage house }
- cutting firewood . ’L\
- waking pesmican _ R M
- building or repairing boats and canoes -
- major trading period begins ~ men watch trading store

April
- begin repairs of fort

~ repairing canoes & hoats

- packing fur bundles

- bagging pemsican
- clearing and preparing garden



o N ’,;,‘l e
. Tab&é/gj Daily Activities in Saskatchewan District
Fur Trading Posts (continued).
May |
- pitching and gumming canoes
~ cleaning winter debris from buildings & yard
. - second major wave of trading - men watch store
R ~ finish packing fur bundles and pemmican-
’ : - clearing and preparing garden
End o

— planting garden ' LT ey
- most men leave with eastbound canoes and boats

\

‘Note: Saturdays were often reserved for 1ight or special duties,
~e.g., cleaning fort.

Sundays were always rest days.

\
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3+ Tort Georgefl79#;l7953*by”Dunéan M*Gillivray

(Morton 1829).
4. TFort Vermilion 1809-1810, by Alexander Henry
7 (Coues 1897). T
T;eée jbﬁrnals, in‘addition to many others examinéd,rréveal
a very similar common réutine.' Oniy tﬁd periods during the
year were hectic in Saskatchewan district posts: mid-September

to mid-October when the canoes returned laden with trade goods

~and Indians arrived to trade their summer hunt, and March to

Mvay when P\Peparat ions were underway for the eastward de~
7parture of canoes loaded yithrthe year's furs, and méﬁy

Indians came to trade their winter hunt. -During the peak

tyading times, the men of the fort could do little more than

watch the Indians in the trading store.

A priméry occupation of the men during>the rest of the
year was cutting firewqod. For exam le, at Fort ﬁdmonton in
Januéry,'l7965 an average.of'apbroximately 18 men spent 378
man-days cutfiﬁg and,hauling fifewooda The'énly men consié—
tently excused from this duty were the smitﬂ, the taiqu and
Tomison (the chief factor). It is little wonder that they
looked forward to the rare privilege of hunting as a diver—
sionary activity (Morton 1928:67).

The vark‘of wbmenrih the forts is rarelyrmeﬁtioned.’ This

is likely because both companies frowned on the common practice

of taking Indian women as "country wives™. At the 1806
annual meeting of the North West Company, it was resolved

r
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?;%hatﬂnrmmnmbemaiimmafﬂnfﬂz&mramffn&tmf%nmmm—intgﬁrﬁknw’
té liye with him; daughtérs of white‘mén'wéfe excluded from -

. this rule (Wallace 1934-211) - Both companles v1ewed the
-women and thelr chlldren as a great flnan01al burden. However,
they dld ald substantlally in the conduct of the trade, as

evidenced by Fidler's 1796/97 journal at Bucklngham House:

making Parchment Skins as much as made 30 Pimmican
- bags and a great deal of line for tying up Furrs...

and

(paid Jas. Gaddy's wife) for speaklngrtoﬁthe Stone

Company Archives B.49/a/27b).
It is inféreéting to ndte'fhat these statéments only appear
in Fidler's rough journal for that year and have been omitted
in his official journal for submission to the Committee.
Thus, besides the normal female‘chores of cooking, mending
and cleaning, the wémen of the fort .and often their children;
contributed directly to the business. - |

Othef'asPects of life in fur traderpoéts which are of

importance when dealing with artifact inventories are customs
of personal hygiene and refuse disposal. 4These factors will
affectrthe diétfibution and quantities of artifacts in
aréhaéological contexts. Agaih; the historic recordél
provide-1little information on these'factors; In general, it
. appears that- the forfs'were kept relatively clean and that the

men exhibited the same attitudes towards: personal hygiene as

.paid Mag. Spence for his wife and children for .

- Indians several times in the Winter...(Hudson's Bay .

-~ was common in Europe at-that time, not particularly good by
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today's standards. ‘There are frequent references in journals
+ to the men cleaning the fort yards; for.example, at Edmo ton
tﬁHouse in 1796 and 1797 the fort was cleaned out every Satur—
day (Johnson 1967). At Chesterfield House in 1800, the yard
was. cleaned about every second Saturday (Johnson 1967).

' Although Duncan M'Gillivray does not mention cleaning the

‘yard at Fort George,.it\jznnot'be'assumedthat it was not

B “aspects of fort life (Morton 1929:29). Since "the yard" =

done, since he tended tg yoid,%riting about more mundane‘
likely referred to the area enclosed within ﬁalisades, it
can be assumed that the refuse was dep081ted outs1de the pali-_
sade walls, although prec1sely where is dlfflcult to ascertain.
It appears that in most cases it was dumped in the vicinity
of the gates (Fig. 7; c.f. Pyszczyk 1978:85). However,
‘there are some references'to rubbish being burned in the
spring at Edmonton House (Johnson 1967:117) and at Chester-
field House (ibid:289); in these cases,the-refuse Wasflikely
carried some‘distance from the fort to prevent fire hazards
to the fort. This alsorhas important implications“for ther
archaeology of the fur trade |

There are no references to rubbish pits anywhere W1th1n
the stockadesrof the forts, nor anyrmentlon of pr1v1es ' Such
features must be identified solely on the basis of archaeolo-

glcal work.
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Trade Goods

Considering theﬁwide range of activities carried on
within forts, it is toibe expected that a varied collection
of artifacts, in some way "repreeentatiye" of*those,aetivities,
should remain. Historical documents were examined for refer-
encesrto types of goods used within the forts. This rese;rchri
was directed toward prov1d1ng predlctlons of types of goods
_which could be expected at fort sites.

*”‘”*”**”“**““**""fft‘VW5uitf‘sERﬂn‘tWRIstﬂFabﬂzE‘txj‘e7q7ecTT7TcImRIi‘TRﬂIsetRdetzgjotkr‘*““““‘

e *”*and~some personal 1tems, but~the 31tuatlon regardlng trade*””AWW~¥W”4W4

goods is less clear. -Many were shipped 1n,899t they were
meant to be bartered out of the fort. Therefore, should

trade goods be found there, what factors contributed;to'their
presenbeé Those complete trade iteme found in historic site
excavations may have beén eimply lest while trading with
Indiens; however, they may have also been deposited’while
being used by the‘men and their familiee«within the fort.

Were the menvpermittedtaccess to"an& trade goods they“&eeired?

-erhistoric literature is not particularly helpful in re-

sollving this question. With'regard to the. policies of the
Fh West Coﬁpany relating to trade“goo%s;QArticle 10 of + . -
1802 North West Company agreement states:

# ...it being the intention that neither of the .
" Parties who winter in the Indian country or who - ' '
come from Montreal to the Grand Portage on the"
business of- the concern shall be allowed while
there out of the common stock more than thedr
personal necessaries but that whatever shall be
expended by them or either of them exceeding this
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~ limitation shall be plaéed,tb the account of him
or them making such expenditures.  (Wallace 1934:115)

It is-unclearvexéctly what are conSideréd’"pérsonal necessaries"
nor whether "whileé theré'refeps only.to Grand Portagé. 'Aisp,v
this article seems to only relate éo the partners of the. A
company. No mention is made of the policy withvreépect to

the WOrkers, though it wbuld séem reasoﬂable.toraésumg that
“the workmen wouid have even less access fb’the goods than the

partners

The men in this service had 8 pounds sterling each
‘year, out of which they had to furnish their clothing
and their other necessiarys. The goods sent inland
being wholly for the furr trade and“provisions, they
had to buy all they wanted at the Factory, where every
article was plain and good and at a moderate price.
That furnished by the Company were a leather coat
(instead of Beaver) Cap and Mittens and Snow Shoes.
(Hopwood 1971:83) -

In Table 3, are listed some of the men's debts from the
York Factory account book of 1792—33; Some of these men-
served 4in the Saskatchewan District, (e.g., Gilbert Laughton, E
the very capablevsmifh at Buckingham House and Edmonton
House). - These debts indicate that the men most often bought
clothing and-brandy. The most common non-perishable goods
obtéined by the men were knives, needles and pipes. _These

records -suggest that Thompson's observation regardiné the-

men's inaqcessibility to goods at inland posts was still

-~ valid in the 1790s. - -' . /é?:§b
/

- -
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Men's debts, York Factory Account ‘Book 1792-93

(H B.Co. Archives B. 239/d/99)

- John Peter Pruden

-2

Bengamin Bruce

Blankets, large no 3 Blankets, large " mno. 3
Buttons, sléeve " 3 Cloth, blue ' Cyd. -1
waistcoat " 6 Combs, horn o no. 2
Cloth, blue yds. 2% Duffle, blue " yd. 1
Combs, horn no 4 Flannel . " 2%
divory " 1 - Handkerchiefs- S e
Drawers - . pPr. 1 - pocket no. 2
" Duffle yd. L silk ) " 3
Flannel " 4% Hat, common " 1
Handkerchiefs : Jacket, unlined D 1 ‘
‘ silk — no. 1 Knives, ¢ltasp
° g | nooo3 best "6
~Hat, -common - - .1 yew . "M 6
fine " ‘1 - -Needles - - - -~ doz. 1
Knives Pipes ' " 3
best clasp " 2 Pots, tin 1 pt. ‘ no. -2
common " 3 1l qt. - " 1
Needles doz 6 Soap ’ 1b. 3
Pot, tin 1 qt. no 1 Sugar Leaf "1l
Shirt, cotton " 3 Thread, blue sk. 4 -
Shoes pr.. 3 Tobacco 1b. 3 3/4
" Soap 1b. 9 Trouser, duck ' pr. 2
Stockings- _ * Twine, fine sk. 1
worsted knit -~ Ppr. 4 Waistcoat -
Sugar, brown ~1b. 6 blue sexrge . - no. -1
* Trousers, cotton pr. 2 Sugar, brown . 1b. .5
fearnaught " 1 Signed
Twine, fine’ sk. 1 -
Signed Gilbert .Laughton )
Brandy . gal. 3%
Magnus Chambers ' Signed
Brandy. gal. 2
Drawers, grey pr. 1
Hat, common no. 1
Needles doz. 2
Soap 1b. 1
Sugar loaf " 6 .
his X mark - . ) B
John Flett .
Brandy gal. 4 -
Knife, best clasp no. 1 '
Pipes doz. 6

Signed
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.However, Fidler's Buckingham'House journélzindicétes ” - (S
‘that Indiah women living hitﬁin‘fhe féfts did obtain some
- trade géods. TEE;}temsvpaid to Jas. Gaddy's'hife és inter-
ppetéf Weré:'One and one-=half yards blue clbth, one yard red
cloth, thfee—fourths pound beads, 20 yards gartering, three
knives, tworoun?esrthrgad, tworpqunds tobaccg,_one-§mal}ﬂsi%k ,j,ng,ﬁ
handkérchiéf,'two_combé, one awi,fone steel, 12 rihgs, two

-

needles, two ounces paint, one wood box and one iron tobacco

—~whetherfthesemgoods~were~available~tewall~th¢}wemqnwlivingLW+~MW—~-~W¥%

within the forts'since they were Indian and generaliy had
large familiesroutside fhe fortj however, it is most likely
that these disbursements were only invpayment fof-special
services. I%‘may not have béen a common practice, but'on1y'
one which Fidler implemented on his own initiative. In,aﬁyv
case, it would éppeaf that Hudson's Bay Company-tréde goods
were‘generaliy resefved‘solely for tréde,.and can thus be’
éxpeéted to have moyed out of the forts. It is most likely
that the North West Company had-a similar poliéy, since costs
of transporting goods.inland were 50 high that the Company |
would surely have froﬁnedion the men having'frée acceés to
such expensive goods. - | | . B
It was also anticipéted thatréhe research intcd historic
.journals might .provide some spebific indications of peopies’

attitudes toWwards various types of goods, which would be use-

ful in formulating hypotheses regarding differential disposal



7and abandonment behavior,g:Virtually_nojsuohfinformation,was,
- ' ' loCated;‘ HoWeyer, general‘indications permit some speculation.
For 1nstance, larger metal 1tems, considered very useful by .
both Indlans and Whlte men, were relatlvely scarce in the
Western districts, due to dlstance and carrying difficulties.
Hence, it'is reasonableito assume that such metal objects
would be repaired and recycled frequently, and useable kettles,
'axes;leto., or fragments thereof rarely discarded or:aBandoned;”

As intimated earlier men of the forts were permitted few,

" luxury items (that is, objects of no utllltarlan value) nor

did they appear t6 desire them; their situation left little
place for frivglities. Some of the clerks may have‘had a few
small items of sentimental value,,but the average workmanldid
not appear to be 1nterested in such ppssessions,. perhaps
because he often had to carry the goods over rough portages
along the route from Eastern supply depots. Therefore, féw
luxury items are to be'ekpeeted in inland‘forts, with the
'pos31ble exceptlon of senior offlcers belongings.

In summary, 1t is obv1ous that hlstorlc ]ournals do not
prov1de clearcut statements concerning tools used in daily
act1v1t1es, types of items required or de51red by both men | .
and women, or refuse- dlsposal and hygienic practlces This ,°

v, is not surpr1s1ng, S1nce people todayralso do notwreoord .

such "mundane" aspects of life: ! : - .

"Simple people doing simple things, the,normal, everyday'

B T T L RO P TS T O A

"are not the kinds of things anyone thought worthy of
noting. (Deetz 1977:8) _



However, these few refgrences canrstiil be used £Q m§ke; :W !
" predictions about the types of goOdavwéﬂmay'expecéto fiﬁd
“in the archaeolégical context, as well as some groéSmestima-
tions of feiative répresénfatibns.bfritems7usearin cerfaiﬂ

activities. These will be itemized in detail later.

The Inventory Lists

Since Fort George is a North West Company post, it would

be most reasonable to use North West Company inventory lists
- - - ¥ -

fo? pqmpari§pns with the artifacf as§ggblage. The most use-
» ful inventory would be bhé'ﬁhiéhwiiété’éll:goéds Seﬁt;fbffﬁéﬂ
western,departments, in particular the Saskatchewan distriét:
However, a.wide search revealed only one North West Company
inventory, which does not have all the desired qualities. It
was taken at the Grand Portage in June, 17977(Appendii Aj, ;
and is most likely'an_'énd of season' inventory recorded
before the suppligs for the next outfit arrived, which was
usually in early July. Although this list is probably a
reasonable representation,of‘the basic types of‘gooas used

by the NofthKWest Compagy, it is not useful as a representa-
tion of the relative quantities of goods required inrnormal

B

operations of fur trade posté. It is also apparent that there

are some goods missing which were definitely ﬁsed, e.g.,

dishes, lead shot, trade points.

. For comparison, a later inventory of goods requested for

the Columbia department has been included (Dempsey 1973),

J
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‘which is also,not avgood'representation'of a normal; fully~"
established trade s1tuation (Appendix A, Section ii). It

w1ll be noted that the quantities of goods requested are )

, -

v,very low, -and there is little variety of goods This 1s due
to the fact that these were the 1nitia1 years of establish—
ment of trading networks 1n the Columbia district , In lBQ?,
DaVid Thompson, with nine men, one large @anoe and three

horses, began exploration of this region (Hopwood 1971 .240) .

oiuCe‘thIS‘WaS'an‘eXpiOTatOTy‘tPIp‘aHd*thePe‘W&S‘fftﬁh?ﬂﬁﬂﬂ;f“““‘f

spacegﬂa highlyeselective assortment of goods wasWtaken-Mf¥;~*w-waw*~

— - y 1

probably cons1sting of only those goods most des1red by;Indians.
By l814,rthe quantities and variety of éoodsrshipped-to the
:Columbia region were more comparable to. the Grand Portage
inventory (Davidson 1918:221-223). B T

The situation of the HudsOn’s Bay Company with respect
to surviving inVentories is quite different."Man§ detailed
records remain The lists used in this analyS1s are of goodsh_f
sent inland from York Factory in the years 1791 to 1799
(Appendix B), the period of occupation of Fort George and
Buckingham House. Therefore,'these lists provide a'reiiable
source of the typesrand‘relative quantities of goods used on
the Séskatqlgewaﬁ River, since for most of ‘this early period ,
there were no ogher:inlandiHudson's Bay Company:posts.

In the search for differences in operations between the

two companies which may be reflected in the archaeological

Sy

ES

record, an initial focus can be placed on this obvious -



difference in the existence of historicalrdocuments, _One
Vcontributing factor in the differential survival of docu-
ments is the much longer eXistence of the Hudson's Bay- Company,
about 30b'years compared to”about 30 years for,the North West .
Company . The‘chances of more Hudsonﬁs Bay Company documents

‘surviving are obviously much better; however, additional -

~ factors must be involved:
- . e
v It has been an apparent assumption of some researchers . :‘
. \\/j ~t eDPlﬁ4lD4QhargE4Qf4NQrIh4ﬂgﬁ44QQmp44ygpgﬁgﬁgﬂgpggggggvgggggi
. . i ,1111terate or- less capable in: record keeping - This assumption L

probably arises from the commonly held belief that the North
‘West Company was run by French Canadians, s1mp1y because it
was based in Montreal. In reality, the North West Company .
partners and chiefclerkswere predominantly Scots or English—'

men, generally well educated (see Wallace 1934: Appendix. A).

Thus, there should have been little difference in the'mannerf
in which individual North West Company and'Hudson's Bay

Company posts were managed that 1s, peOple w1th the same

K4 -

' potentials for management and record keeping were 1nvolved in

both companies.

Another possibility to account for the differences in

availability of documents is the difference in organization

of the companies. The Hudson 5 Bay Company required accurate

inventories and accounts, because the majority of;their—share- ‘

holdérs had never been'to North Americarand had little idea

of the methods of trading and>therprob1ems involved. The.
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North West Company on the other hand, was composed of ex- ;:i
perlenced fur traders, all of whom had good detalled know-
ledge of tradlng and the realities of llfe in. 1solated

tradlng posts. Itimay thus be surmlsed that the North West
Company had less need for the hlghly detalled records requ1red

-

.by the Hudson S Bay Company Whlle this may have been a

,factor 1n the amount of detall in such documents as'off1c1al

r

post journals, inventories of the North ‘West Company should

not have exhlb1ted4any4less4deta1l4Ihan4thosecofcthecHudsoncscccggggf

ijrffiigay Company. This is p01nted out by Article 9 in the 1790 . .

North West Company agreement
-~
Ninth. a , _

All persons of what denomination soever, whether . .
principals, or others, who winter in the interior .
country, or elsewhere, shall deliver, or send to
the Portage annually, an exact account of the goods,
or other property they had remaining, as also of
the peltries and canoemen, they may have left in
the country, and as far as they are able, shall
produce fgithful accounts of their transactions,
and the,eiﬁknditure of the goods, comitted to their
care the preceding year. The -principals who winter,
as well as those who come up from Montreal (while on

~ the voyage, and at this place) shall be allowed their

- personal necessaries, out of the common stock of the .

'~. concern, and no more, every thing exceeding this '

llmltatlon ‘they are required to keep an account of,
and either send or bring the same to the portage
annually, in order that it may be charged to thelr
accounts. (Wallace 193%4:87)

ThlS dlrectlve is repeated ‘in Artlcle 10 of the 1802 agree-

%

ment (Wallace 1934 115). "
‘It is therefore reasonable to assume that the w1nter1ng

. partners of the North West Company wrote similar accounts and

kept.similar records of transactions as their counterparts. L a
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in the Hudson's Bay Company. ‘It seems that the subgequent
handling of document files may be primébily responsible for

the different rates of survivaf., After 1674 the Hudson's

. Bay Company had a relatively

Norfh,West Company (McTavish,’M'Giilivrays ¢ Company) had =~ -
other business interests and probably had less space to keep

the many yearly documents in'proper order. But PP?Eiplybthe» o

crucial factor was that McTavish, M'Gillivrays & Company went

“bankrupt 15”1823}féﬁéTfIy”ﬁfféfﬁfhé”N6fth*Wé§f:CbmpaﬁnyEEWff””';’ -
absorbed by the Hudson's Bay Companj (the latter seiZedlsome
of the North West Company records in the:tUPbulenf years
prior to amalgamatyon). The agents' offices were vacated, and
'portions of their records were probably seized by variéﬁsA
créditors, Contributing-to’the dispersal of the doéuments,

Today North West Cdmpahy documéhts may be found scattered

N .across Canada, in the United Sfates and in tﬁe United Kingdom,
.a frustrating situation for'rééégrchers. |
Several ihvestigatofs have attempted ty-ldiscover" dif-
P febeﬁces'between the t@o companies, bothji gohstruction. K

techniques and in trade goods,lﬁhich wouldlallow a trading

,postHSite of unknown affiliation to be idéntified (c.f.,. -

"BarBeau 1345, Nicks 1969). It is beéomingrapparent that very -

few clearcut differences may be recognized in the archaeolo- o




Barbeau's (1945) contentions concerning corner post con-
struction differences have been shown.to be false by
numerous excavations. o A S R

Artifacts are only a little more helpful in distinguishing

-between North West Company and Hudson's‘Bay Company sites.

G. Nicks (1969:96) found only three types of artifacts which .. . . .

could be used:

| . Buttéds: The Hudson's Bay Company had two types of

buttons which are diagnostic, one with the company
'Eééf'6ffEfﬁéWEEHEEﬁéWﬁifﬁffbﬁrJBe;Véié”éﬁd”57556é§?’
2. Ceramics: The North West Company imported gome
Chinese porcelain since it traded directly with -China,
while the Hudsdnfs Bay“Company shipped few ceramics
inland; | |
3. ade silver: Some silver items bear diagnostic trade
-~ marks, as the Hudson'é Bay Company had trade silver
manufactured in England, while”fﬁé/North West Company
dealt primarilyrwith'Manreal silvergﬁ¥%hs (Barbeau
1942:11, 13). | q
Some,otherrkiHQS of artifacts which sometimes bear makers' or
suppliers' marks may also be useful (e.g., some metal'tOOls,
bale seals; clay pipes), but littlefresearchriﬁtor{he origin
of these marks or whether they are “company-specific” has been -

completed.

r—/f4-—1¥%ﬁisfifpfﬁ3f%H¥t—43}at~4EhfF4gf%h3%4ﬂn;%%h?ifjr‘OiF‘gCKhjS‘118€R}‘bjf““““““‘f

the two companies was virtually identical. This is certainly

-
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not suprisingwhenvhistorical docgmentsréfe e%amined, sinéé
they,shéw that both companies imported most of their goqu
fromenglanddiDavidSOn 1818:221; Innis 1970:128). This has

long beén general knowledge’wh;fe’the,Hudsoh's Bay Company isi
concerned, but not as certain with respect to.the Ndrth Wesf
Company.yrHowever; Davidson”(1918:221:223)fprbvidés’détailéd””m'J’””m
lists of goods imported from Britaih to the Columbia R;ver‘

area by the North*West Company from 1814 to 1819 (Table 4).

Davidson notes that liquor provisions, as well as some tobacco,

were purchased in Canada and the United States, but adds that
"other items\9& Canadian-ana American produce and manufaéture
were no dbubt“also utilized in the trade". By comparing this
list with Aﬁpendix B, the similarities in goods between thela
tﬁo,companies are obvious. l : o ;
Through this consultation of the historic 1iterafufe,'it
can be concluded that a quést for distinguishing material
characteristics béfWeen the North West Company and the Hudson's
Bay Company is moét 1ike1y to be unproductive. KXnowledge of
the backgroundsvof executives and the sources of goods of
both companies leads to the realization thét there is no reason

to expect appreciable differences in the archaeologicai record

between posts of the two companies.
One potentially useful difference doesremergé from an

.examination of historic journals. During this early time

period, the Hudson's Bay Cdmpany appears to have suffered’from

a shortage of trade goods and personnel. It is frequently

4
Fd
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Table 4. Goods imported from Britaiﬁ by the North West Company for
"~ the Columbia district, 1814 -~ 1819 (from Davidson 1918)."

/7‘\\

British manufactured goods

‘Wearing apparel, felt‘hats,,slops, haberdashery, butter, cheese, piékleé

and sauces, suet, candles, gunflints, gunpowder, guns, military stores,

saddlery, fishin tackle,'playing cards, stationery, tobacco pipes,
‘wrought brass, copper, i’rb’n’, leather, pewter, tinware, turnery, "g’i-'iﬁd—”v”"'

stones, soap, seeds, painters colors, woolen goods (including baize, -

blankets, stockings), apothpcary wares, beer and ale, cotton goods

(including calicoes and muslins), fustians, velvets, sewing cotton,

earthenware,windowénd botile"glass, hardware and Cutlery;'jewelry; lead -
and shot, lipené, machinery, brass and iron ordnance, berfumery, pistols,
silk stockingé and gloves (plus silk/worsted stﬁffs), snuff, unﬁrought
steel, umbrellas, cordage, yarn cotton, lace, nettipg, pitch, taf; salt;

saltpetre, silk ribbons, swords, tobacco, vinegar, brushes and brooms,

chalk, castor hats, lime juice, mathematical instruments, musical instru-

ments, plated and gilt ware, sugar and twine.

Foreign manufactured goods

Bar irom, Russia linen, pepper, Indian calico, prize silk, tar, bré Y,

Geneva spirits, piantation rum, French, Portugese andASpanish wirnfes,

Ehah)

5

glass, nankeens, steel, tea, blantation sugar, and quicksilver.




-mentioned-by Tomison (e.g,,:Johnson 1967:14,29,50,51), a

: ? : ‘
Hudson's Bay Company factor, that the "competition"” is gaining

strength due to a lack of trade goods in his own forts and a .
iack of skilled craftsman to make trade items at the poéts;
Tomison's observation was tested by Comparison of the quanti-

ties of certain key items on the inventory lists:(Table-S);

‘It can be seen that the quantity of goods left over at Grand

-

Portage is greater than the number of ‘goods séht'inland by

the Hudson's Bay Company in the same year. Tomison's criti-

cisms would seem to be borne out. The lack of craftsmen also

implies that broken goéds could not be repaired; this would
lead the Indians to go to North'West‘Company posts, who also
haa'better qﬁality gdods (Innis, 1970:157). Additionally,
these factors ﬁay have implications for the archaeological
context, in that we may exﬁect less maintenance and recycling
to be evident in Hudson's Bay Company posts. . Unfortunately,
detailed descriptioﬁs of -condition of artifacts found at

Buckingham House are not yet available, hence this hypothesis

could not be tested here.

It should bé apparent that similaritiés between North
West Company and Hudson's Bay Company forts far outweigh the
differences. I% is upon this observation that the use of the
Hudson;éwBay Compény inVentbfyriiéfs infthiérfééeafch is
justified. They are detéiled, cleéréuf, and all items listed

in the Hudson's Bay Company inventory were definitely sent to

inland posts, -while the same cannot be said of the inventory

taken at Grand Portage. Some variations in trade goods



Table 5. Comparisons of Quaﬁtities of Some Key Goods Listed
for 1797 for Both Companies.

North West Co. Hudson's Bay Co.
Guns, complete 68 v 285
parts ’ - 1,233 ' 73
Gunflirits . : © 1,463 " 6,700
Knives : : 4,434 . 4,421
Axes : 130 v . 6
Hammers S ) ' 8 19 T T e
Files : N : 319 500
Adzes & Planes 23 11
Chisels 5 285
Gimlets & 12 14
Saws : 53 . 6
Awls ' . 2,364 492
S — .——Firesteels - 1025 e
Razors S 315 Co - o
Scissors . 204 ' 8
Kettles : 144 _ , 61
' Tobacco boxes - 354 15
Mirrors : 120 - 67
Buttons: 1,296 4,716
Buckles 517 : "9
Rings - 5,472 : 700
Armbands. 13 - 180
Brooches o : 3,436 - 1,458
Earrings ' . 248 : 296
Thimbles ' 1,308 36
Bells ‘ 1,584 ' - 159
Crogses , 2,635 ' 100
Clay pipes , ‘ 5,760 1,728
Fish hooks 600

Total
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preférenceé due fo different neéds‘of Indians in various regions
have’been pointed éut'by Arthur*Ray (1974:144-156) for a later
period. ‘This variation is hot cénsidefed»to épply to this

early périod, since there were few Hudéon's Bay Company forts
'outside'of the Saskatchewan district. Eurfhérmore, Buckingham_

House and Fort’Geérge were major trading centres until at

', least late 1795, and can thus be expected to have received

a large and varied percentage of all goods shipped'to the

Saskatchewan district. The Hudson's Bay Company lists éye A

ffﬁﬁgiésgﬁﬁééﬁisﬁﬁé éééurate'representatiohs of the'goodsréo
bz\expected’at the inland pésts (that is, the Saskatchewan
district)vand will be more extensively‘utiliéed than the North
West‘Coﬁpany inventory in the majority of comparisons with
the archaedlogical assemblage from Fort-Geérge. To evaluate
this assumption, the Hudson's Bay Company lists will be com-
pared to the-Buckingham House assemb%agé, which coﬁld‘be
expected to be more similar to thé Hudson's Bay Company lists.
The only exceptions to this are Naval Stores, Gunner Stores
and Distillery Stores. These are assumed to relate only to
'fortsron large bodies of water, or larger posts along the canoe.
route thch were major depots for the brigades. Moreover,
néone of these categories'ébntributés”aﬁy;appfééiablé'quéntit§
of goods to the total Hudson's Bay Cdmpany inventofyr(éee 7

Appendix B). v | ‘ _ 7 ) ) «

In summary, it is probable that no significant differences

exist between the companies in types of trade goods, in methods



of conducting trade df 15 types of actiVifieS'relafing'fb'tﬁew
businesarof'the forta. Thus, the two inventory. lists will be °
uSed ﬁnder tbe assumption thatAtﬁe.items listed Wéreshippéd

to Saskatcheﬁan district,posts.  This provides the background
-necessary foE¥an unders%anding of the‘following compariaons/

made with the archaaqlogicalnassemblage,,,,,”m',ﬁ,” S

Hypotheses S \

A theoretical basis has been formulated and some archaeo-

on this information, some general hypotheses can be constructed
which will be tégfed by quantitative comparisons between the
inventory lists and the archaeoldgical assemblages. The main
goal of thia analysis'is~to formulate a auantitative transfor-
mation model, which will represent the relationship between
the historic invehtory»lists (that is, "CultUPal reality")
and the artifact assemblages from Fort George ahdeuckingham_
~House. Therefbre; the first major hypothesis Austhbé that:

1. There will be a quantifiable relationship between fhe
inventory'listé and the‘artifact}assembiages maﬁifest‘in
similar relafi&eapr0po;tions of vafioﬁs-af?ifact,élasses.

2. Low initial,quantities?may result inwne'representatiqn of-

such goods in the archaeq#ogical remains. .

3. Artifacts associated with activities occurring away from

-.—the habitationareas will be poorly represented. For Instance,

there should be almost no evidence of that activityiwhich'

\ .




. occupied a major portion of thq'men's time, that is, wood

chopping,;since it occurred some distance from the fort;
this should also relate to other activities such as fishing,

hunting and butchering.’ Conversely, there should be an

‘artificially high representation of household goods and

personal items, since domestic activities were the primary ones -

.

occurring within the fort. -
4. Because of their special,function,outside the site, trade

goods should be under-represented relative to the inventory

totals. That is, it is apparent that trade goods were general-

ly not utilized within the fort, but.prather were actively chan-

nelled outwards. Therefore, a low percentage of these items

is expected, and those which are present were likely lost,

defective or broken.
5. A fnge portidﬁ of trade goods, namely clofh and clothing,
Qill not be.represeﬁted at all, due to lack of preser?atiOn.
6. Due to thebuseful and rare nature of all types of metal.
during this period, .it isvexpected that few cbmplete;metal

items will be found. Additionally, because of its value,

metal will likély be extensively recycled, thus few large un-

~modified scrap metal fragments are expected.

7. Because of their rarity and value, items such as guns and
tradesmen's tools will be highly curated.and hence not de-
posited in the fort context, éxcépt when irreparaﬁlyrﬁrokéﬁ.

8. Refuse disposél practices should result in relatively few

items remaining within the fort outside of refuse pits{j small



items;(that'is, lost)vméy remain in and arouﬁd houses;—withr - ~~—vf~€
largér items, probably broken, being collectively dumped in-
fefuse pits or outside the fort. |

9. The gradual abandonment of these1f§rts ¢dmbined with the
high,valﬁe of trade items and scarcity of most industrial items,

~

should have resulted in few, if any, uséablé,dbjeéts being left-

behind. Therefore, all tools and other large objects found

should be'broken, while some smaller functional items (e.g.;

‘

T N Jl"hefrerf : shéulcif—berrirS'eﬁe;rr—&imi—l&riti—es—:betw,eené—iehe——rf—‘t;wewapehaég‘-% R
: iogical aséemblageé;?éeftaiﬁly”iﬁrgéfmé\of ﬁfé;eﬂce)abséﬁéé,rrrr ””» ;
and possibly in pr0portional,terms,‘although the degreée is
difficult~to @reaict. However, there appear to be few dif-
ferences between the Hudson's Bay Company and the North West
7° ~ Company Wﬁich would résultvin radically -different assemblages.
The functions of the sites are similar, input of cultural
items‘similar, and the sites were occupied contemporaneously.
\’It thus seems reasonable to expect geheral parallels.
'To summarize, these hypotheses haye Eeen based on a
survey of historical data, combined with some theoretical
implications as recently developedain beha&ioral archaeolégy.
| The actual manifestations of these hypotheses in this archaeo-

logical context will next be examined, and specific relation-

ships identified.

-




"mfdr'Fﬁft'Gébfgé“by'Rbﬁéff'Kida"(1971:59)”éﬁa'wa57f6iioﬁé&/”"i""'"

CHAPTER b4
ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND INVENTORY COMPARISONS = .

" General Methods and Assumptions

The artifact classification .system was originally devised

as closely as possible by the s&bsequent—research;team'of'

Losey, et al. The categories listed in Appendix C are a very

close approximation of the original system, with some catego-

“ries combined, some added, and a few minor onés removed

convenience of comparison with the inventory lists. If the
reader 1s concerned about these minor changes, 1t is suggested
he compare Kidd's tables (1971:Appendix 1) with Appendix c.

The initial attempt was to quantitatively compare the

- artifacts directly with the inventory lists, in terms of

relative frequencies (Table 6). Rélative proportions were
used, since‘it was obvious thatrthe absolute frequencies
would be very different, but it was anticipated that the
relative'represéntations of each artifact type should be

more similar to the inventories. This comparisén was based-
on the artifact types found at Fort George; that is, only
‘those items which were found archaeologically were pulled .
from the inventory iists for comparisén.w Aii itemswliété& in

the inventories and not found at fort George will be considered-

’;.
B
’
Ny
s

later in this analysis. Buckingham House artifacts were also
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tabulated for this initial set of comparisons (G. Nicks 1969;-
J. Nicks,'personalrcommuqication), Since it was a Hudson's
Bay Company post, it should 1Qgicaily'provide the most con- - .

-clmsive test of relationships betweenAthe artifact assemblage
and t inventory lists. The Buckihgham House liét hasralso -
compared to the Fort George assemblage.
It will be notéd by comparing Table 6 with Apéendix c,

) that not all artifacts %ouhdrwere used in'fhé inQenfory cot-
- sons. . v which fumctd L4 mot be deter— |
4ﬂ&nedywereomitted{é.gf,'leadscrap,miscellaneousperforated_"j‘

| metal, wire coils). 'Othef items had to be dmitted'becquse'
quantifiés could not be compared; that is, many ifems op,the%
inventory lists were quantifiéd.in pdunds, e.g., beads, wire,
lead shok aéaﬁﬁalls, nailss; or in masses; or strings of béaaé,
étc; Other artifacts;*such asrtinkling éones'weré omitted
becauserthey wefe,not importedibut«made“at the.fort from scrap
ﬁetai. Scrap metai found archaeélogically w;s sepérétea int&
types of metal,vin the hoRF thaf‘they-couldﬁﬁe dire¢tly com-
bared*to the various types of metal containers which were.
impofted. Clear flat glass'Was quantified as Window or mirror
glass, gince there is some questionﬂas to whether window glass

- was shipped to the Saskatchewan district at this time (Nicks =~

1969:154). Native industries were not ‘included at all, for o

the obvious reason that the items were made at the fort and

not imported; it is immaterial in this gnalysis whether they

were made by traders or Natives. ,




i

1

ihe;twb main diyisions of goods in the Hudson)sBay
Company inventory, Stores‘and Trade goods, wereémaintained.
in comparisons with the archaeological assemblage, as far as
possible. The reasoning was that since the Stores group was
certa1nly used only by the fort 1nhab1tants, it may show more
significant similarities to the archaeological situation w1th1n

Fort Georgé."There were several/baVSié”assrumrptionS made in

;pursuing this analysis:

1. Ali,EurOPean artifacts found at the forts arrived there

€
.-

*5 via routes and connectlons controlled by the North West Company

“or Hudson s Bay Company.

2. These artifacts need not have been originally shipped in
the form in.which they?are found (e.g., re-use of/hroken metal

itemss. /

3. Every item listed on the inventory lists had the same:

potential of arriving at the forts and ending up in the

archaeological assemblage.

. All the artifacts found at the forts are assumed to have
been used by the fort inhabitants and thus form an integral
part, and the interpretative‘basis of‘therlives of these
people Even those'trade goods found insiderthe/fort will
1n1t1ally be assumed to have been used by the fort inhabitants,
even though smaller items may have been lost while tradlng,ir
and not utlllzed w1th1n the fort. 7 7 |

5. The inventory lists accurately represent the;relative

-

'importance of every item at all inland posts, except for Dis-

tillery, Gunner and Naval Stores at Saskatchewan district posts.



O
e

"6, Since it was hoped that a simple relationship between
- : . , - . .
archaeological remains and cultural reality could be demon-

.

strated, differing degrees'of>fragmentation were n initially

considered. It was initially assumed that the njimbers of
fragments of any kind of artifact may bear som¢ direct re-
L . ) . * B
"lationship to the number of complete items oriéé;;}ly sent.

1l

This was later reconsidered:
7. It was assumed that the relatively intensive "potting" of

some areas of the sites has not.significantly altered the

archaeological relationships between the artifacts over the

entire site. This is based on Table 7, where the Fort George
artifacts contained in Mr. Andrishak's collection are general-
ly relatively few when compéred,with the totals resulting from
the archaeological excavations. | >

8. It is evident that Anapishak found'nothing which the
‘archaeologica1‘excévations did not reveal and tﬁus the col-
lection of artifacts from Fort Géorge is aééumed to be
representative of the variety of items originally deposited

-at the site.

Analysis

As is evident from Table 6, very little correspoﬁdencé
was noted in relative proportions of 'é’a’chf’d’f‘t’ifa’l’ét"’él’a’s’é
between the archaeological collections and the two inventory

e

lists. In order to demonstrate this more clearly, some bar

gfaphs were drawn (Fig. 8,9 ), comparing the relative pro- .

. w‘,’)



-

'ngTable 7. Comparison of Andrishak Artifact Collection witﬁ,

" Archaeologically Recovered Assemblage from Fort George.

Andrishak = . Archaeological

76

Gun parts 16
Gunflints ' 30 229
Lead balls & shot 4 T 795
Trade points 3 69
Knife frags. 4 32
Harpoon frags. 3 4
Axe frags. ' 1 17 i o
~ File frags. 9 - 145
Chisels ' 1 8
Adzes/Planes 3 2
Hinges/door parts 1 - 13
Awls 1 25
. Firesteels 2 10
Scissors 1 2 7
- “Bone awls/handles L AR ¥ B
Container lugs 7 32
Lock parts 1 -1
Tin box frags. 1 11
Spigot parts ol 4 1
Ceramics 19 104
Mirror frags. 1 28
Medicine bottle frags. 14 68
Bone combs 1 10 -
_Buttons 13 1100
Bone button backs 4 25
Cufflinks 1 2
Buckle frags. 12 27
Rings: 50 38
Brooches 3 -34
Earring frags. 3 22
Crosses o 2 1
Tinkling cones 2 141
Brass bells o 16 39
Beads (-seed beads) 135 365
Baling seals 2 -7
Clay pipe frags. 16 1,155
Stone pipe frags. ~ 13 42
Bone fleshers A - 1 6
Snowshoe needles 1 , 1
- TOTALS L404 3,698
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Fig. 8. Comparisons of relative proportions of some artifact classes
(see Table 8) for Fort George and inventory lists.
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Fig. 9. Comparisons of relative proportions of some artifact classes
(see Table 8) for inventory lists and archaeological assemblages.



portions, arranged by decreasing relative frequencies for
artifact classes from Fort George (iable 8). »It'should_be
noted that the ordinate of each graph is broken in two
places, 51gn1fy1ng scale changes Wthh were necessaryrto
‘accommodate ‘values of all classes on one graph e effect

2

of thls is to reduce the magnltude of dlfference in classes

with values over'0.01; this was not viewed as a s1gn1flcant

disadvantage since the differences are still guite readily

llmlmlAddltlonally, somemBearsoanlrmcorrelationﬂcoefficients;_m;;ll;ﬁel

were computed and demonstrated that even the two 1nventory

lists differed to some extent (r=0.3841); this is_ likely

due to tke previously discussed inadequacies of the North

- West Company list. - The Fort George and Buckingham House

~assemblages looked somewhat s1mllar, and a Pearson S r cor-
relatlon coeff1c1ent demonstrated this, w1th a result of
r=0.9126,“To check if this apparent correlation is as
strong as'it appears, a correlation coefficient was computed
_betWeen Buckingham House'artifacts and the total Hudson's
Bay Company inventory, withla resulting value of 0.13938.
There does appear to be a much'stronger relationship between
the two archaeological collections than between the Hudson's
Bay Company fort and the Hudson's Bay Company goods shipped
dnland. ‘More will be‘4éid about this later.

With respect to the differences between the.archaeological

rassemblage and the inventory lists, it was postulated that



7 77 "Table 8. Artifact class key and proportions used for graphsg;

Buckingham Total Hudsons North West Co.

House * .. Bay Co. Inventory
o Fort George Inventory '
-, i p i p - p # p
l. Clay pipes 1155 .4957 1476 .7039 12816 .0636 5760 .1661
2. Gunflints ; 229 .0983 107 .0510 .49780 .2469 1463 .0422
3. Files ' 145 .0622 31 .0148 4903  .0243 319 .0092
4. Dishes . 104 .0446 = 196 .0935 225 .0011 - -
5. Buttons 100 .0429 - 99 .0472 41316 .2049 1296 .0374
“6: Gun parts -~ - --76 -20326 ~24 ~0114- -3062--.0152- 1301 -.0375 —
7. Trade points 69 .0296 25 .,0119 . 2016 .0100 - - :
, 8. Kettles 68  .0292 12 .0057 3677 .0182. 144 .0042
9. Bells 39 .0167 4 .0019 6302 .0313 1584 .0457
: 10. Rings 38 .0163 2. .0010 9446 . .0469 5472 ,1578
————4—~——7lingxoochesggggggggf44434;4T0l4644444484470038444152844T0016444343644f099144444444444f
12. Knives 32 .0137 13 .0062 37290 .1850 4434 ,1279 :
- .13, Pendants .. .29 ..0124 5 .0024 . 194 .0010 _ 2635 _.0760 .
14, Mirrors - - 28 ..0120 41 .,0196-  -954-..0047 - 120 --.0035- - - - .
15. Buckles 27 .0116 8 .0038. 406 .0020 517 .0150 ,
16. Awls , 25 .0107 '3 .0014 8186 .0406 2364 .0682 '
17. Earrings .22 .0094 9 .0043 2218 .0110 248 .0072
18. Axes 17 .0073 1 .0005 158 .0008 130 .0037
19;. Tobacco boxes 16 .0069 1 .0005 546 .0027 354 .0102
20. Armbands ' 14 .0060 19 .0091 1612 ..0080 - 13 .0004
21. Razors : 13- .0056 1 -.0005 “46 .0002 315 ..0091
22, Firesteels ' 10 .0043 2 .0010 6148 .0305 1025 .0296
23. Chisels 8 .0034 1 .0005 3633 .0180 -5 .0001
24, Thimbles 8 .0034 .3 .0014 327 .0016 = 1308 .0377
25. Gimlets 8 .0034 1 .0005 269 .0013 © 12 .0003
26. Saws 8 .0034 1 .0005 64 .0003 53 .0015
27. Scissors 2 .0009 1 .0005 187 .0009 - 204 .0059
28. Adzes & planes 2- .0009 - - 117 .0006 23 ,0007
29, Rasps 2 .0009 - - 60 -.0003 132 .0038 -
30. Gunworms. 1 .0064 3 .0014 4062 .0201 - -
1

31. Hammers . 0004 - - 69 .0003 8 .0002
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the significant "noise" factor might be fragmentation.
Different materials fracture Withvvarying degrees of ease and
the nnmber of fragments that any one type of item may bpeak
'into caﬁﬁof be predicted; for example, a ceramic plafepmay
break into two or 50 fragments, depending on.the.oircum— |
stances of the breakage. Thus, only those artifacts which
are found in a relatively complete condition mere compared
with the 1nventory llsts (Table 9) |
—————?abled&kkshews—%he—resui%ing—raﬁk1ngs—ef—re}ative}y—————————————
~f—e;f~eﬁm~mwwcompletewaptaiaetmelasseS—ipomvh;ghest~proportionmtoelowestve”ﬂsffwwmi
 for each of the four groups. Tt is evident from these e
rankings thaf.the relative frequencies of goods areino more
similafrin this case, than when all major artifacts were
considered. Ratios of recovered items to the numbers of f,‘
those items listed invthe inventories were computed (Taole 10b).
'This'was done only for those artifacts foundgin a relatively
complete conditionJ ‘The ratios were computed for three
comparisons: Fort George to North West Company inventory,
Fort George to total Hudson's Bay Company 1nventory, and
Bucklngham House to- total Hudson s Bay Company 1nventory
The Hudson s Bay Company total 1nventory ratlos are. naturally
.higher than the North West Company ratios because eight years |.
of imports are being considered. Even ,t,h,ough, the ratios for

Fort George to Hudson's Bay Company and Bnckingham House to

Hudson's Bay Company are not similar in terms of absolute N

frequencies, there is some tendancy for thoserfatios which
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are ﬁigh in one case+to~alsorbe‘high~inwthefother€§ase,,andW” T
similarly, those ratioé which arerlow, tend'to be low in
both cases. Thererisralso a tendancy for some patioa‘ofo
tools and personallitemsr(e,g.; axes, gimlets, razors) to.
be smaller than'tfade items (e;g., awis,zfings;'broochee)
7”that 1s, more tools and personal 1tems are found relative to -
the amounts shlpped than for trade goods. The ca;e-ot S
Fort George chlsels, where the archaeologlcal flgure is
4‘444t444444h1gher—than—the—Nofth—West—Gompaﬂy—iﬁveﬁ%ePy—teta&——ékmmxkk——————————f
*f~wwv7fff~ffstratesAsome of the 1nadequacieshe£fthe—Nopth4West4Companv,

' 1nventory. That is, some 1ncon31sten01es are to- be expected
in direct frequency comparisons between an inventory for a oL

single year and a site oocupied”forzeight years. However,

this should not affect relative frequency comparisons, assuming
no major annual changes. ' . . I
. . * N

If this was an ideal case and one of the inventories
'listed7goods shipped>soecifically to\Fort'George oven the
eight year period of occupation, theqratioé oduid be considered
“to repreSent the percentage of recovery. - Howevef, sinoe v |

these intentories can only be used’as examples of the general

oharacteristics,Of~site assemblage, such an exercise is

~qut11e w1th these data.

Comparlsons were also made between artifact functlonal

groups and. correspondlng groups from'the Hudson's Bay Company

‘ 1nventory, Table]J.con81sts of groups based‘on the archaeolo-

glcalacla381f1catlon (Kldd~197lJnr Of the five functlonal



‘,; groups, all except theaTrade’Goodsrgroup‘were eomparedfto+the~df"d
‘ Hudson' s Bay Company Stores, whlchvrepresents 1tems used 1n"
everyday,act;y;taes7y1thrhithe fort.q The Hudson's Bay
Company Trade Goods were used oniy in oomparlsons w;th the .

. - /
artifactual Trade-Goods. Separating the groups in’ such. a

-

manner av01ded the prqblem of comparlng one archaeologlcal

— [N S S = T

7. total of an 1tem w1th two Hudson s Bay Company totals, one A
. 777,:77:'7,,‘;

# in Stores ‘and one in Trade Goods.t For example, flles, axes
+——and knives ocecur in both seetions of the Hudson's Bay “‘mpauy
e - :
£
o - ngentory+u#$hose artlﬁacts —in- the~Trade—goodseclass were —

- ompared to the correspondlng 1tems in the’ Hudson 'S Bay
dompany Trade gqods section of the 1nventory, except in the

7 %ase of razors which were placed 1h Personals Items. ThlS
7as done because the low quantltles shapped ‘lead to the -
éupp051tlon that they were ‘meant to be used by the men- in .

) the fort. - - - L - S i;ﬁJZ

L Again, it is quite obvious that there is little similarity'?ft coel
’ - . & e

fbetweeh the'relative'freQuencies of artifacts and the cop-'fh_,}ﬂ

N . <.

respondlng goods 1n the 1nventory lists. ' The flve 1ndustr1es,_;

I3

- . cf¢ - " e ’-"i:»"

F

- blage Were computed the rank orderlng shows that

4 s

. of the five groups (constructlon and hardware)ﬂﬁﬂffA
T Y S TR

. same relative. p051tlon (Table 11), obv1ously'nbt a;high

- - .

degree of similarity.- L e

\‘ o 'm’

~ The next test was des1gned to 1nvest1gate the validlty

- o - * EY
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Archaeological Functional Grouﬁ Comparisons Between .~

P -~ Table 11.-
' ’ Fort George and Hudson's Bay Company Inventory,

~ Hudson's Bay'Compahy

- : Fort George
E o D Rank # D. Rank
Huntiné, Trapping,
Defense : v v
Gun .parts 76 .6786 1 698 .797% 1
CRaives T U320 28577 2 1260 LL4h 2
Traps . } ' 4  -.0357 3 _51 .0583 3
-~ ... TOTALS - ‘112 .. 1.000 . . - . 815 -1.000 -
Construction & Hardware ;
Hammers : 1 .0053 - .7 - 69 .0253 6
——— —Files- —3¥45—~7672—— 1 - 1968 72251
< - Adzes & planes 0106~ 6 CA17 L0430 4
Chisels o , 8 .0423 4- 79 .0290 5
Gimlets - -8  .0423 4 269 .0988 2
Saws N 8 - .0423 4 64 .0235 7
TOTALS ~ 189 1.000 2724 1.000
..
, " Household - ‘ . - o . - 7
o Scissors 2 - .0110 4 11 .0285 4
Kettles o " 68 .3757 C 2 13 .0337 3
~  Dishes © 104 .574;,,,—/1"_—‘~ 225 .5829 1
- Drinking glasSes 7. .038 3 Z 137 .3549 2
o TOTALS 181 1.0 : 386 1.000-
Personal Items - : )
Buttons ’ - 100 - .9767 2 300 .0224 3
Buckles 27 0 .0207 3 224 .0167 2
‘Thimbles 8 .0061 5 35 .0026 5
Razors - 13 .0100 4 46 -0034 4
Pipes 1155 ° .8864 1 12,816 .9549 1
. TOTALS - 1303 1.000 13,421 1.000 C
Trade Goods . , ‘
Gunflints ' 229 .4141 1 49,780 . 5600 1
- Trade points 69 = .1248 2 2016  .0227 7
Awls - . - .25 . .0452 .8 - 8186 - ..0920 -3
Firesteels - 10 -.0181- .-12-- 6148 - - .0691 - " . 5 .
Tobacco boxes 16 .0289 10 546 . 0061 11
© Mirrors . 28 .0506 7 954 .0107 10
~ Rings 38 . 0687 4 - 9446 .1062 2

¥ .

Armbands 14 .0253 11 l6l244V444;QlBlnggggﬁggggﬁgggﬁfgﬁf
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Table 11.

Archaeological Functional Group Comparisons Between - — - - ——— - -

Fort George and¢Hudson's Bay Company Inventory (continued).

Fort George Hudson's Bay Company
# ,,—\,pl ~ Rank { p. Rank
. = j N
Trade Goods (continued) . : :
Brooches ‘ 34 .0615 - 5 1528 0172 9 -
Earrings 22 .0398 9 2218 . 0249 6 '
Bells 39 " .0705 3 6302 .0709 4
“Pendants T 29,0524 6 co194 7 0022 X2 T T
TOTALS . 553 - .1.000 : 88,930 1.000
Group Totals- Fort George - Hudson's Bay Company
: —t P Rank it P- Rank —
Hunting, Trapping, ' . , _ -
Defense 112~ 0480 -~ 5 875 - 0082 4
SCORSETUCEION & e e s e -
Hardware 189 . 0808 3 2724 . 0256 3 .
Household - 181 .0774 4. . 386 0036 5 .
Personal Items 1303  .5573 1 13,421 .1262 2
Trade Goods 553 .2365 2 f—88!930' .8363 1.
TOTALS 2338 1.000 106,336 1.000
Trade Goods 553 .2365 2 - 17,406 - .8363 10
All other goods 1785 ~ .7635 1 88,930 .1637 2
© TOTALS 2338 1,000 T 11,000
[ 3



~

\
\
N\

N

have the same" hlgher 1mportance as they did to the agents

that the manner in which the people themselves classified

their'tools may‘be more realistic. Thus, the thlfaCtS

‘were classed 1nto groupings resembllng as closely as possible,
the\hudson's Bay. Company Stores'groups (Table 12) with Trade -
Goods making up only one group, thus being given equal weight

with allfother groups. This seemed a reasonable approach,

\

’s1nce to- the fort inhabitants, trade goods did not" necessarlly

in Montreal or London. As W1th the prev1ous comparlson, where

an item occurred in both a Stores category and Trade Goods,

There was an added problem here, in that severdl items

occurred in more than one tradesman's group. In this case,

”number of classes ‘within each group, “this is not 11ke

B 51gn1f1cant result.

In general; the ranking of artifact classes within eac

the'item would be considered in\that group in which it was

considered to be most: 1mportant (by frequency) In two cases,

~two groups were comblned Carpenter/Sawyer and Armourer/Smlth,

- y
s1nif one man commonly d1d both jobs in each case, partlcua

larly in the ingand posts.

It is apparent_that the relative proportions of various

Y - . . \ .
" items are no more similar than in the archaeological groupings.

-

group

are more .similar in this case.. However, due to the sma

\ .

In terms of the group totals, the relatlve ranklngs of

- it was placed under "Stores" and the Trade Goods total 1gnored*’

these flve groups show more similarity between the.archaeolo-

. oy
+

wgical and inventory groups than did thevarchaeologicil typology.




Table 12. Inventory-Functional Group- Comparisons Between --;— - -- -

Fort George and Hudson's Bay Company Inventory.

Hudson's Bay Company

. Fort George
#- - p. Rank # P. Rank
Trade Goods 4 , :
Gunflints : 229 L4141 1 49,780 . 5600 1
Trade points ’ 69 .1248 2 2016 .. .0227 7
" Awls 25 .0452 8 8186 .0920 3
“Firesteels™ —~ — 10 0181 12 7 6148 - (0691 5T T
Tobacco boxes - 16 0289 10 546 .0061 11t
_Mirrors . . ... 28 0506 7 954 -.0107 . .10
: Rings - © 38 .0687 4 9446 .1062 2
Armbands 14 .0253 11 1612 .0181 8 -
- Brooches— —— 34— 0615——5——1528— 072 —— 99—
- Earrings - 22 .0398 9 *. 2218 - .0249 6
Bells - . - -39 - - 0705 -3 - 63020709 G - o= oo =
- - Pendants-- _ o 2950524 6 - - 194 - - 0022 12 -
TOTALS 553 1.000 . 88,930 1.000
Slops ‘ v : ’f
_ Buckles = . , 27 .2126 2 - 224 .4275 2
, Buttons 100 .7874 1 300 . 5725 1
T '  TOTALS = 127 1.000 ° < 524  1.000 |
Armourer/Smith Stores B
Gun parts 76 .3408 2 698 .2561 2
Files ' _ 145 . 6502 1 1968 «7219 1
Rasps ' 2 - .0090 3 60 .0220 - . -3 .
TOTALS -~ 223 1.000 ' 2726 ..'1.000
Cagpenter/Sawﬁgg\Stotes , ,
Adzes & planes 2 .0741 4 117 .1957 2
Chisels 8 %2963 2 79 .1321 3
Hammers 1 .0370 5 69 - .1154 4
Gimlets 8 .2963° . 2 269 . 4498 1
Saws ' .8  .2963" 2 5 - 64 1070 5,
TOTALS, - 27 - 1.000 B e 598 1.000 E
Factory  Stores - - . -
Axes . 17 .0122 5 158 L0117 3
“Dishes 104 .0746 2 225 .0166 2 - B
Glasses .. .8 ~.0057 6.5 137 .0101 4
Kettles v 68 .0488 3 13 .0010 7 - .
Knives- S 32 .0230 4 126 .0093 5
Scissors 2 .0014 8 . - 11 ..0008. - 8
Thimbles . . '8 .0057 6.5 - 35 .0026 6 *
Pipes o 1155  .8286 1 12,816 .-.9479 1
. - TOTALS 1394 ~- 13,521 - - - 1.000- - -

1.000 -



— & = -
Table 12. Inventory Functional Group Comparisons Be-tween
TS Fort George and Hudson's Bay Company Inventory (continued) rrrrr
. Fort George 'Hudson's Bay Company
i pP.__ Rank ] '7#' - _P. Rank
Group totals . ) o o : :
Armourer/Smith 223 .0960 3 2726 . 0256 3
‘Carpenter/Sawyer 27  .0116 5 598 - .0056 - 4
Slops . 127 .0546 4 524 - . .0049 5
Factory 1394 .5998 1 13,521 .1273 2
" "Trade Goods =~ 7553 .,2380 2~ 88,930 8366 I
“TOTALS 2324 1,000 - 106,299 - 1.000
Trade Goods 553 .2380 2 88,930 - .8366 1
' All other goods 1771 .7620 1 17,369 .1634 2
; \ [T . - _
2
~a - -
5 / .




-Only Factory Stores and -Trade Goods are in reversed positions; e

this observation is worthy of additional attention. 1In

both Tables 11 and 12, the,Trade Goods group contributes the -
greatest proportion in the inventory lists, but is of secohdary
importance in the archaeoloiical.case. th Table l2»in parti-

oular, it is noteworthy tha

Factory Stores contribute a

much higher relative proportion than Trade Goods. An exami-

nation of the 1tems comPOSing the Factory Stores group

—W7f~wAMMthOﬁsehold;objeotsWahdmthings*neCessaryﬂfor*everyday~fUHctions' -

in the o%erations and‘maintehahceﬁof~the,fort and individual.
households. -These'items would thus be;used inside the fort,
having a 'greater potential of being broken or'lostwinside
the fort, while the majority of the trade;goods moved out of
the fort.

In order to gain some idea of that portion.of the cultural

- assemblage which is totally absent from Fort George, the types

and quantities of all inventoried items not identified in the
archaeological assemblage were tabulated (Tables 13 and W),
The great majority of m1s51ng pernshable goods are various:.
types of clothmand clothing, mostly trade items, as well as
food..'Missing non-perishable goods are generallyl either '
curated,items (e. g., guns, tradesmen's tools) or those repre-..
sented by very low frequenc1es, w1th a few exceptions. 'Some |

of the 1tems may be;m1551ng due to a lack of abillty on the

part of the archaeologist to recognize them;réFor'example,~V




)
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Table 13.

Non-perishableerodsi'

. Goods Listed in the 1797 North West Company Inventory
and Not Recovered at Fort George.

1% " doz. * cow bells -
17 5/12 doz. horse bells -
9- pr. steelyards : }
5% doz. crooked knives
11 cork screws
6 doz. shoemaker's awls T
30 hangers = .
10 pewter spoons’ o 3
2 - powder horns - SR
4 smoothing irons
- 101 bayoneftes
, 2 doz. .packing needles
288 button moulds 7
9 ~ T scrapers B T - o
8 -~ sickles .
24 hoes ’ -
4 iron shovels :
5 gorgets + 15 Moons
. 36 scythes
13 augers
10 ¢ spades .
caulking iromns -
;i pr. pistols
complete guns :
o 32 _ tap boarers = .
-1 5/12 doz. wmarking ironms ) Y
47 1/3 doz. canoe awls ‘
37 1/3 doz. 1ivory & horm combs
2,800 needles ,
18 muskets with bayonettes
pe

L Perishable Goods

mortars

Y

lots of cloth, shoes, ribbon, handkerchiefs, twine, trousers, jackets,

coats, tobacco thread, feathers, fish nets, snowshoes, gun
medicines, harnesses/riding equipment.

powder,




. Table 14.

Fort George

) Non:perishable goods

Ttade Goods

51
3748

Pewter basons
bayonettes

Hudson's Bay Company Goods Not Recovered at -

[V

Factory Stores

"5 basons - pewter
1 beam & scales

o 247 brass collars : ‘1 bell for table N
-+ 3709 horn & ivory combs - = 26 buts & screws =
. © 105 "cutlasses 24 candlesticks :
T oo 24 -magnets - -2 taylor s-smoothing irons
548 medals, brass 2 cases drawing instruments
134 mocotoggans 10 lamps - tin
210 pistols 2 mattoCks :
" . 90 scrapers 4 measures - wine
- 239 pewter spoons 304 “phials——— N -
o © 7.7 184 sword blades 723 pewter plates @
' 25 cups & balls 2 cork screws
513 powder horns 20 shovels 7
’ , ' 14 sheers for taylor )
Armourer Stores 15 slates . 5
‘ 4 snuffers ]
3 gouges 37 spades B T~
- 2 .prs. pincers 20 steelyards /—\\\\
168 pipes? 97 whetstones
3 pr. plyers . 3 telescopes
16 - prickers o
225 ramrods Cooper's Stores
27 wvice : S ,
, 4 brass moulds for 18 borers - tap
- casting balls 2 pr. compasses
, 4 drivers, steel
Carpenter Stores 7 marking irons
‘ 3 pr. pincers
6 sets augers 1 set rules
13 gotiges .5 vices
57 'iroms : o
2  pin mauls Blacksmith's Stores
8 pr. pincers : .
2 _pr. plyers B 2 anvils T
~ 4 reels? - 2. vices
- . ... .28 rules S - S —— S ——
3 turkey oil stones -




fTablé\14.b Hudson's Bay Company Goods Not Recovered at
- Fort George (continued). .

Perishable Goods

Trade Goods , . Factory Stores

Baizes . ' ' - account “books
binding -~ - ' . : -bibles-
: blankets . ) : : " prayer books ‘ 7
= bogtg - e s e e s e o dournal-bookg o o e
wood boxes = : : spelling books ‘
~_brandy = . . ... ... _wood bowls
" cloth - various types . brimstone
and colours o ° broomhead

S ‘ » d ; , : brushes
E? duffel : . candles
S - feathers - R e o e canvas -

B R epaulets - - .~~~ - table eloth - — — .- .
flannel | B . crepe . : :
gartering . ‘ ' . duck
handkerchiefs . ~ flags
hat bands R , , E ~_ gauze
lace o ' ink

. ribbon A v ‘horse hide
\i C ~ sashes - : = - . napkins- ;
, serge S o - fishing nets : S

"~ -shirts - A . £ linseed oil . . , :

. shoes = o , . - paint - '

- ‘stockings : e ) oo - . paper - various typ;;\\\\§;§

_ thread , : L Co o pencils ) N : '
tobacco . - T, . rosin-
twine ' ' E - Usilk
vitery - ", s&ponges |

"waters" - , . -+ 7 tape

' ' - : , various medicines, foods,
Armourerer Stores. ’ - ete.
’ ‘ Sl - ' . yarn

: Alkanet root ° T . S

¥ ‘ Aqua FPortis I : s Carpenter Stores'

, fish gkin .- _ o fish 'skin -

T "-'”Y‘e(r’ail’m e T T T e o glue :
sand paper - . - . " chalk lines =~
rosin- s . , T ' '
selder . o , : ‘ : Slops
varnish . ] - :

. ﬁarioﬁs kindé of éloth

garments, shoes, choco—
late, coffee, tea:

i b

-



’

norpewter objectsrwererfpuﬁd, possibly because pewteriis
difficult to positively identify; items such as shoemaker's

awls, canoe awls and marking irons may not have been found

because fragmenfs of such items (not in general use today)

wouiﬁ be difficult to idenfify. Metal fragments would be

particularly difficult, (e;g.' shovel and spade fragments)ﬁ

7espe01ally since large pleces of metal were presumably very

S

such as brass medals and gorgets were given as gifts,te

~valuable -and ‘reworked to- serve other functlons. ‘Other items

influential Indians, so few were imported and all were given

proportions. The significance of these results will be further

“away.  Finally, all missing items listed under Stores in the

Hudson's Bay Company inventory were imported in low numbers
and were generally integral parts of the tradesmen's tool
kits and thus highly curated.

It is,apparent from the results,vthat these quanfitative

' comparlsons did not demonstrate a hlgh degree of 51m11ar1ty

Sample numerical correlatlons do nqt exist; the problem is
much mqre complex. _Presence-absence of non-perishable items
showed the highest degree of,similarity, but relative impor-

tance of artifact types within the original cultural frame-

work could not be ‘Qetermined through comparisons of relative

discussed in Chapter 5.

BN




CHAPTER 5 ..

DISCUSSION

Based on.this analysis a ﬁumber of general statements
can be made aﬁd some relationships formulated with respect -
to fur trade archaeology, archaeology in general, and the
" formation of the: archacological record as well as the cul-

tural processes involved

,,IIﬁiS;ijious_thatdna;dinﬁgi;gerelation_exists_between

‘the archaeological.assemblage at Fort George and the historic
inventory lists. That is, in terms of relative pfoportionsl
of'various aftifécts'or artifaét classes, the composition of
the archaeological assemblége‘beaés little resemblance to

the historic situation; therevseem-rto be no consistent

. quantifiable relationships. .Howevef, with respectrto non-
perishable items, the grchaeological representation is ex-
celleﬂt'iﬁ terms of simple presence. 'Virtually all'items |
imported in'anngal quantities 'greater than-fivé to 10, were

represented in the archaeological context. There are

probably two major factors involved here: first, laws of

; énobability, that is, the greater the quantity of an item :

_present in a site, the greater the chances of it being

deposited and recovered. The second could be "laws of supply

and demand", that is, the less available an item and the

greater)the need, the more highly valued and thus the more




curated it is, and less llkely to be left behlnd at. abandon-~>”fkffmt~;
ment. Conversely, the more ea31ly dvailable the item, the L
;leee l;kely 1t7;s to bertreated wlth care, e;ther!lnrnse”or 7f;fﬂ
intmaintenance or recycling. 'Examples of!theae principles
are in metal items - guns were highly valued items in short

supply, therefore, much tlme and energy was 1nvested 1n maln—

taining and repairing them, and no complete examples»were

 found aPChanloglcally’ as suggested earlier. Aii’iéfgé7mé£ai'”’W

,;4Ta;a;;;were;oomposedfof, 4theyfwerefaisouinltlally frequentiywrepairedwe*~*Aff‘

but when flnally completely broken they were always recycled
and made 1nto many other 1tems, e.g., smaller containers,_'
tinkling cones, pendants, metal hardware; therefore, very

few sizeable unmodified scrap metal fragments were found, as-

hypothesized.
( .

An tlng, potentlally useful trend was noted whlle_

examlnlng the 1nventory lists and that was that dlfferent
.types of metal contalners‘often appear to be made of spec1fic
netals,'for example, large kettles were usualiy'brass, plates -
and funnels -were nsnally tin, small kettles and pots often

copper, etc. Careful quantification of thlS trend may prov1de

a probaballstlc model for d1st1ngu15h1ng metal fragmentS‘

7 found archaeologically. Unfortunately, neither Kldd nor LQsey,,;ﬂﬁf;

et -al. classified metal fragments in this manner, therefore

this proposition could not be tested here.




! There -ar 4f course, several other factors involved.-- ln;;;~»;~rw¥W~
skewing the relat;ve,representatlon of items in the archaeo-,fq”
. " logical record. Although proportions of complete artifacts
are in little'better‘agreenent withvthe inventory quantities,
degree ofAfragmentation does distort the true representation

» - P
»,

1in that 1t 1nf1ates the 1mportance of ea511y broken - 1tems

P

(e.g.5 dlshes, mlrrors, pipes). - With a large number of 51tes,

“if’ﬁay’Bé"boésibié'té quantitatlvely correct thls skewlng

] 1
o] : . e

H1fferlngsdegreesmoiepreservat;onehaveAaesubstantialseffecteee_eee

_~— _on representatlon, in that a large percentage of ‘trade items

“(and personal items), prlmarily cloth, cloth;ng, shoes,and
- :hid%s, are virtually unrepresented. . These results from Fort

- George indicate the speed'with uhich”deterioration”of‘such'"

S N materials proceei:, with only a few fragments found

the cultural 1nventory is m1ss1ng.:,r
T

The fact that some" act1v1t1es occurred away from the

ﬂa'large,portion,

’

. ' -slte must also have had an effect on artlfact representatlons.
These include flshlng, huntlng, trapplng and butcherlng, _ '_ﬁ'
chopplng and’/“w1ng wood. ~ The artlfact remalns of these |
act1v1t1es are poorly represented as expected althoughr

_ 1n the case of huntlng and chopplng wood the prlmary 1mple-w ST

ments 1ny,o,l,ve,d (guns_and axes) are eleg,,,,,h;;gbly,,sur?s,ted,,-,,,,,,,,Hoy:,,,-:,f,,

ever the situation is different with reséEEt to fishing,t'~ o

s

where thouﬁands of flSh hooks were 1mported (4035 by the .

Hudson s Bay Companyl but nene found,archaeologlcally.v,ﬁi, . .



“This is llkely because f1sh1ng camps were set up at the lakes,

= ‘émd flshermen generally re51ded there. It should be empha-

7§1zed that the prlmaryract1V1ty of theiwinter season:ﬂchopplng

-

wood is. hardly represented

One of the most p;%%inent cultural processes affectlng

thiﬁ,assemb1age must be the"tradlng agt;yltles. The ‘purpose

—-of this site was to distribute trade-goods-outside the fort—— - - -

in exchange for‘Turs; hence, it was'expécted that the re— 7Qa'

presentation of this group of goods shouldibe,thernostmrgVA

"fC’-’OTlit'ITél’ITY: to ‘the inventory IlSTS Kr’lﬁ”i’ﬁdﬁéﬁ?ﬁ'fhféﬁ’féfi'éféf of

artifacts to Hudson'szay Company inventory totals generally
show this (Table 10) - trade goods frequen01es are much lower
than those for tools or personal 1tems. However, the sheer
numbers of these goods brought in resulted 1n a substant1a1
’ relatlve representatlon, since it is unllkely, as’ prev1ous1y :
,noted that the fort 1nhab1tants used these goods extens1ve1y
There are two. major culturalfprocesses 1nvolved in d1s- R
turblqg the cultural deposits at Fort George fort construc-
tlon/reconstructlon.and clean-up of the fort.compound. ‘There
is’much’évidencetosuggest that'few»buiidings of the fort'g

remained unchanged'from’the initial construc%{on; and that»

*ﬂfhéféﬁtifé'foff”aféa”wag‘éiﬁaﬁaéa'aﬁa7af"aaﬁf£aéféaWﬁéré“fhéﬁ*"i”’””W

once. This great amount of constructlonal change over an

eight year occupatlon perlod must have had maJor effects in

alterlng artlfact dlstrlbutlons ahd probably artlfact quantl-

t1es to some extent However, W1th respect to the latter,



Vlt is reasonable.to suspeet that while the ground wasrdls:ﬁwwm”
. turbed, 'whateVEr was contained in the depe51ts would remain,
aithough in altered relative- p031tlons. Hence3jre1et1ve'~ ez e
quantitles,pay not have been greatly affected.
Periodic,clean-up~of thevcomeuﬁd would elso have sﬁb-
. stantial effects on the distributions of artifacts, wit ho
_ some effect on quantities; the location of all refuge dumps
7shou1d theoreticefly result in rechery~of all artifacts

) <

deposited at the fort. Neither the construction nor cleaning

L

_ processes_appear to have significantly affected simple = .
presence of non-perishable items, andialthough gquantities
may be somewhat altered, it is suspected that the'effects on
relative,proportions of all artifaet classes,shbuld:be
rmihimal. These disturbanees eleariy?eannotraecount fdfrthehr
large discrepenciesﬁbetweenvthe archeeoiogiealhcolléctioﬁ
' | and'the inventeriesfr i 7
‘. ‘The’similafities in relative retio size (hot*frequency)h?
for Fort George~and’Buckingham‘House (Table 10b) suggestrthat
there is some general relatioﬁship between the archaeologica1'
esseﬁblages and the ihventory lists'Whieh may be a consisteht
ohe; ThlS stems from the 81m11ar1ty between the archaeola-
A,chal assemblages, that is, because the two. archaeologieal m,e_;rgﬁ”i
: cases are 51m1%z?, they show 81m1lar1t1es -when--compared- to' - 57{19:
the Hudson s Bay ComRany inventory. If this 51m11ar1ty in »

archaeological as emblages can b




“a number of sites, it may eventually be possible to formulate

consistent ratios which allow.estimates‘of the "actual"

-number ofwitems originally,present

~ From the functlonal group comparlsons (Tables 11 and 12)

it appears that the archaeologlcal assemblage is more ac—

,cunately”grpgpsdwaccprd;ngmtol;nventcry,class;flcatlons thénc

by traditional archaeological groupings. ThlS has 1mpl1ca- '

tions for the study of typology in general and demonstrates

the difficulties inherent in attempting to duplicate "emic" -

. ficulties willfbe compounded when dealingfwith,unfamillar

~classification systems. The fact that this is so in this =

-

case, where the artifacts being dealt with are relatively .

° : . .
similar to our own cultural inventory, suggests that dif-

assemblages, such as most prehlstorlc collectlons /Thns iti
may be less useful to pursue the "dlscovery" of the correct

\ ;
classification, than to orient formation of typologles
towardsrsolvihg specific problems, as suggeSted by Hill and
Evans (1972): among others. \

It is also 1nterest1ng to observe from these comparlsons,

that in both cases (Tables ll and 12) there is an almost

exact reversal in percentage contribution by'trade goods and
__ other goods, bétween the archaeological remains and the in-

‘ventory‘list; That’is,lihe archaeclogical situation is

roughly 20 percent trade goods and 80 percent toolskand

personal items, while the inventory lists are composed of

~about 80 percent‘trade goods and 20 percent others. This



confirms the expectatlon that- items used in- act1v1t1eS—wataxnﬁm~5eéﬁ~
3the-fort, espec1ally for dally llVlng, ‘would be‘better'

 represented than trade goods, which are intentionally chan-
nelled out»of?the fort. It 1is an interesting:trend which_»

cshould be further investigatedfbyMSimilar,tabulations of

archaQOIOglcal assemblages from a number of fur trade sites.

id

, Perhaps a Speclflc "fur trade pattern" can be 1dent1f1ed

This also has implications for PPehlStOP?C sites where

,;fcmicclif}§>ipc ~0 re of thelmostllnterestlnglresultscln,th;slanalysls,uasllvl_l_ll

the hlgh correlatlon between the archaeologlcal assemblages

i)

from Fort George and Buckingham House and the correspondingly
low correlation between Buckingham House and theAHudson's

Bay Company 1nventory This*indicategﬁthat _even thoughfthe”'i-A!'r
initial quantltles of goods differed to some unknown extent,

the relative compositions of the final archaeologlcal |
deposits are quite similar, as. a resnlt of some transformationv'
processes. To jndge the significance ©of this apparent re-
lationship all known formation processes must be considered;v
‘It is evident from earlier discnssion that quantities;Bi |
trade goods shipped inland by the two companles probably
differed, with the North West Company quantltles belng greater.
rHowever thlsidoes not necessarlly affect relatlve propor- =

tions of classes of items.’ It is unlikely that post- depo-

" sitional factors caused thevarChaeological SImllarltles since

‘ these have_beengquite'different for the two site areas, as.



¥y ’
89

"far'anié kﬁbwthfBﬁékiﬁgham House was aimbeMCdﬁﬁléfEImif%;WA”"mfmg*

‘plouéhed, while ohly a small porfion of Fort Geonge'waér
,,,pIOughed,,theﬁmajor part of the site being essentially un-- -
disturbed by. later land use practices. OldzinﬁqrmantS‘inl

the area suggested_that{Fort‘Georgé;may have been more subject

© to effects of winfls, blowing sand, and shifting sediments,

-
’a'ﬂduring'thé 19308i' Bofﬁ‘éitéé‘have been~potted»by'the local‘. 
 collector, but he apparently spent more time digging at Fort - -
:GeOPge., Since he used a metal detecfo;, né Qouid ﬁost Qlkery ;
- nave vemoved move metal objects than any other type; he
: likelyrgébved a wider range of obﬁeéts:from Buckihgham Hoﬁse‘ %
since.soﬁeiobjects'wbula be on the'sufface due to ploughing.- %
‘ Scavenging immediately after site abandon@enfvmay havé oécﬁrQ E
'red; depending on how'thorough'abandohmént pfdéédures were. %
It is suspected thét the iﬁhabitqﬁts took all uSéable objects, . ;f
in particular met;l?ifems, these being'the‘primary goods ;
desiréd by the Indians. .If indeed thebe[WaS scavenging going'
on, it would likely be more prevalent at:fort‘George, since
the North West Company was kﬁown for befter quélity‘goods,
énd since Buckingham House burned dbwn sometime after abahdon;
ment, makiﬁg,it léés\V{sible. ,W;th respect fé;archaeological ' ;
_ recovery techniques, it appears that there were no homo- B
_genizing effects, that is, ho differentially applied techni-

ques which would cause the'twovassemblagesvto resemble each

other; if they were iﬁitialiyidepositedrdiffefently.

Pl




It is suggested here that the s1milarity between the
archaeological assemblages is due to: vlf Initial s1m11ar1ties
rlq 1nventor1es, and 2. Similaritles in cultural processesrﬁ?iww

during occupation, in particular, s1m11ar1ties in attitudes

towards possess1ons and fort goods, refuse disposal, and

-

iﬁabandonment behaVior ‘The two groups of fort occupants
"were”from”SImilar'backgrounds;”lived"in'the same'situations,

carried out basically the same activities ahd'abandohed the

forts in similarrmanner to move the same distance‘upstreamiiwg

”Tto”Porwadmohtén”aﬁd'foff”AﬁgﬁstﬁS)i"If”tHeretorE*SEEE§’
reasonable they would treat their possessions.and thoSe%of
the company similarly; organize their communities within

each fort siﬁilarly;:maiﬁtainrthef}orts'in a'similar,state
of cleanliness and repair; and, when‘moQing, have,sibilar
rattitudes About what was'important tovtake,along and -how to
carry out thermovingrprocess,— However, in light’ofuthe—fact
thatvtheiinhabitants'ofvthe two forts never forgot that they -
.were rivals and actually had relatively_little socialJCOntaet,
it is stiilrexcitingfto see such[similarities-reflected in
thedarchanlogieal record.' Perhaps,this'mayfprovide a basis

for identifying cultare—specific artifact patterns,'ieading
”to'a:bétter“ﬁhdérstahdiﬁg"offgeﬁéraluﬁéﬁaﬁioraiwsimiiaritfesfff7
Other well sampled early fur 'fxiédé"éiféé _should be quantified

v

in this r and compared,to ‘these results to examine the

,spatial and temporal applicablllty of this potential pattern.i




George with the historic inventories. The results of the

“listed, and their effects (that is, distortiong/J are

—~cribedafeThis~sample—siZe (that#is;wtwe),wisi

This chapter ‘has -provided some basic conclusions and
identified some tendencies evident in a cOmparisonﬁd{'fo?t -

analysis are -summarized in Tablé'lS.r The major processes

.- responsible for observed discrepancies in these data are

sufficient,to.builarmodéls applicable to all fur trade sites,

or ideally, to all archaeological sites. A much larger and

—

‘more repres entative s amp'l’e" of sites is *r'e’quife"d N “and Itig T

hoped that future,reSearéh in hisforical archaeology will

be directed toward an‘examination of some of these tendencies.

1
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glcal rdcord Several dlfferent quantltatlve comparlsons

_CHAPTER 6 .

.

CONCLUSIONS

This.analy51s has been directed toward an examlnatlon of ‘ b

s

the relatlonshlp between cultural reallty and the archaeol@—,

Lty

'1héve7beén”made to'test'for’conSisteneywbetﬁeen'historic in- R

ventory lists and thejarchaeological*remains.handAto identify

o

¥ —

direct frequency and relative proportion comparisome b&8tween

in historic fur tradlng posts, which may be more'w1de1y-ape

in any slmple manner, the conclusions to be drawn from, thlS e

into prln01ples useful 1nva11 archaeologlcalk1nterpretatlonSs

potential frequency patterns. The comparisonskincluded”

individual artifact types and between'functional groups,}‘ LT e
ratio comparisons, and basic presence/absence comparlsons.
Thls analysis has had 1nterest1ng results regardlng some

" factors involvéd in the formation of archaeologlcal dep051ts-

plicable. Unfortunately, with respect to the:"aceuréey" of-

the archaeblogical remains in representing cultural‘realityv

$

analysis are negativé and are dlfflcult to operatlonallze

This realization is not unique in this study, but has been.

dlscovered by other equally well-lntent10ned;researchers in

ot _

archaeology (e.g. Yellen 1977 133) It is also eVLdent in

other - people s works, though they often do not admit 1t ~for

s
example, although Schlffer s initial efforts (1972, 1976) at

identifying the cultural'and non-cultural processes,inVolved~




[

>1n the formatlon of the archaeologlcal record were useful

his subsequent»attempts ‘to operatlonallze‘these processes

-

_have fallen short (Schiffer 1978, Wilks and Schiffer 1979).
'iSlmllarly, Stanley ‘South! S\attempts at 1dent1f1catlon of

- patterns fall short of his stated goals (to understand past

"It is suggested*hérﬁ*that thls is due to the large and varled

s

.data. base that. archaeologlsts have to study, as ‘well as the

large number of possible cultural formatlon Jprocesses. In

order to test the valldity of one general behavioral hypo—

f~thESlS & - great variety of- ~known cases must be examlned and-
a large number ot processes evaluated ~in order that any'
resulting generallzatlon may have a high probablllty of
.accuracy when applled to unknown cases. | Thls,ls a dlfflcult
process in archaeology, partly because known cases are. not

partlcularly numerous., Ethnographlc studles were -the flrSt—

to be used in th1s manner, recently urban studies have pro-'

vided starting points for testlng behavioral generallzatlons,,

and now historic archaeologlcal studies may begin to make
major'contributionsrQSouth'1977b35). |

‘There are, of,course, some poksitive aspects to this fana- -

lysis: Some of Schlffer S 1deas regardlng cultural formation

< L

- ~processes ‘have- been‘applled“to a new ‘body - of’data, ‘producing

results which correspond to some of his results (c.f, 1976,
1978, thereby adding information which,willibe useful in -

-+

;_.

PRSI, T
OrmuLat

‘g general principles of.disp0saltbehav1orl

&
N



\ ae e T e e

-As hoted,prev1ously, other researchers are 1nvest1gat1ng
cultural formatlpn processes (e g Reld Rath]e) and Lew1s -i‘ .f {[
rBlnferdehas recentlyfturned to such 1nvestigat10ns (c f 1977 e

"1978 1980) U51ng an ethnoarchaeologlcal approach he has »fh;”l'f”f

tcometup’w1thasome 1mportant generallzatlons regardlng cura-

_.tion: and,some.relatlonshlps,between technologlcalwopganaz atioh

l and cultural dep051tlon In- partlcular hls curatlpn generall-rﬁlw;f

zatlon is- relevant to the’ res lts of this analy51S' e PR
-t . .

Important 1tems are maintained and curated thus" Lo
_ _ their entry into the archaeologieal-redord, in. . . . - . . .}

S 1t§38 -which" tegd mOPe'towardfbeing‘usedmand ban=-——"" " =

~terms of frequency, is inversely proportional. to,Llllmi,ll;ll_;l
“the level of maintenance and hence their technological )
1mportance, other thlngs being equal (1977 34) o - e

“He makes an 1nteres§}ng suggestlon later in the same ) | .

artlcle, hlntlng at p0351ble cultural patternlng,

...we. mlght ant1c1pate certaln regular contrasts .

between: archaeologlcal assemblages deriving from. = -
: highly organized, ‘curated technologies, versus those
,'K\,_”ﬂ that are poorly organized and tend toward the ex~ i
- : pedlent manufacture, use and abandonment of 1nstru— *

o - mental items in the 1mmed1ate context of . use. . :
oo (1977 3u) s ) . v , B
ThlS statement could be modlfled Wlth regard ‘to the results SR .

o1

of thls analy515'

; Wlthln»one“archaeoiogical‘aSSemBlage,therefmayibe,

,'Certain regular—contrasts'between;highly'curatedjf"

N 1tems of’the technologyarand those,less lmpor,'nts Qw{~~¥%AWﬁ¥ffr%

doned in 1mmed1ate context . “3) T i - .

o e e

It is antlclpated that a 0uant1tat1ve "fur tp d"ﬂl




B -
-

Ce tlvely compared to- 1nventory llsts., ‘.‘ - ’:;,: 'f_‘ "}vr'ﬁajf ;i
dr”f;;;iﬁ,,fi In h1s d1scu381on of the Mask 51te; Blnford gpgggygs;;hatij;WW
‘ ,Ad” : _,the prlmaby act1V1ty of the s1te (that 151 Qbserv1ng gamef ;;W,ai“;
t) ronly represented 2ﬁ‘percent of the totaiamanahoursuofvactlvlty

* N

.frecorded -and resulted anrno recognlzable archaeologLCal

—————

,consequences (1978 335) Thls observatlon is dlrectly rele-igf¥]:77;~

'vant to this analysls,ln two respects.\ ‘ﬁ o

i - . ,
.., L , . .t ! . -
inhabitants' time and resulted in no dlrect‘archaeologlcal' .
ev1dence, that 1s w1thout hlStOPlC records to 1dent1fy trade o

,’goods

.o 2, “Actual tlme spent in all act1v1t1es related to the site

I3 -

‘may not be 1dent1f1abie from archaeologlcal remalns,‘e g.,'

“, T wood chopplng; the most tlme consum;ng domestlc act1v1ty, is -
: & . I - P e S .

v1rtua11y unrepresented ] : fr o

o Rathje and Sabloff_(1975),have

shisidered the problems

of identifying tpade centers in Mefoamerica, and also note
T - . . : ~ - - N s 6 . . ‘, : .

',thantitiesiof trade'goodsrk;

A 7 that'it.iS'unli ely th
ent: ] R LT

...[th;re arel constralnts upon the,functlons of
- trading centers, not as final- destlnat‘lon ‘of goods,
- Merely as fae;l;tlespyh;oh rapldly effect their .
transghipment. A trading system which "leaks" large
_quantities of goods locally would not be functioding

as a useful trading center. (1975 13; tmackensnnne)




This notion is SURPOTted by these results from fur trade T

posts, where trade goods only contribute a small percentage, ) -

+

to the total. archaeologlgal .assemblage, while hav1ng been -
iimported in much higher proportions than all other goods

Rathje,and Sabloff also‘note that caches on Cozumel

L)

- (a Mesoamerican frading center) are poor:in number and con-

tents, and the contents were often broken and useless (1975 14).

B

This was also observed in these fur trade sites, although

other factors have ‘been identified as'also contr}buting to

i

this feature in these sites.

This analysis also has specific implications for historical . -

archaeology,rin particular, for the current trend toward

pattern recognition (e.g., South 1977, Forsman 1979, Tordoffk
1979). While this'isvcertainly a necessary step in any ana
ly$is, the manner in which it is generally carried out in

' historical archaeology is somewhat simplistic It is some-

§

what akin to one 51de of the old typology debate, that lS
correct quantification is abl that is necessary'to "discover"

cultural patterns and'cultural relationships. It is obVious

from this- analy51s (and others) that the road from cultural ;7

reality to aﬁchaeological-depos1tion,1S'extremely complex, ‘,( L:Lf'

with many intervening factors , There are no 51mple relation- fll'
,ﬂ\ihips between fur trade inventory lists (the bestbavail ble

-approx1mation of culIural reality) and presumablngloselyq

related archaeological deposits This suggests that'ta 1mply

behavioral similarities between Sites,‘based on#grossiartifact




~tieswith-assemblages-fromother fur trading forts of this -

group 51m11ar1t1es 'is without" good foundatlon and no other

p0551ble contrlbutlng factors have been con51dered in such

studles 1n the literature to date. TherJrare apparent simi-

larltles between the two archaeologlcal assemblages - con51dered
in this analy51s, but the 81gn1f1cance of these is dlfflcult

~

to evaluate at this time. Two 51tes are not a statlstlcally

significant sample (nor is five, c.f., South 1977:103), and
there may still be some as yet unrecognized factors contmibu-
a . ‘

8 . - -
M . .

time period, and later expanding to includefforte of other
time periods,_can the signiftcance of-thisﬁapparent archaeof g
logical relationship be;properly evaiuated‘and explained. |

The following generalizations based on'this‘analysié.are .

offered in the hope that they may be further tested and *

" applied X other 51tuatlons

I

1. In habltatlon 81tes (NOT short ~term camp81tes—or 51ngle
act1v1ty 51tes), there 1s_a hlgh probablllty’that the archaeo-
logical record will provide a pelativety complete repreSenta-
tion oftthe range of tool,types,in use at that eitet‘with,

'the possible exception of very valuable, difficult-to-obtain
items Percentage ‘recovery of the total aeeembtage Wlll be o
low (except perhaps in cases of forced abandonment)

2. In frontler 51tuatlons (that 1s, where a group moves 1nto

-a new, unexplored terrltory),-few useable*objecté,W1ll be

left behind:in‘sitee in the new territory. -



|
|
|
|
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3. It cannot be assumed-at any site that simple1relatiVE'” T

///////percentages of artifact types in any way ‘represents their :
7 orlglnaﬁ relative. quantitxis or the relatlve 1mportance of - éti

S

activities they represent.

4. In generai; the more highly represented a complete item-

is, the more likely,that'it or the raw material was easily
obtainable. Conversely, if an artlfact is very rare and only

fouadﬂinra broken state, it is llkely that 1t was a dlfflcult

%—%—————————te—preeﬁre—itemeer—raw—materia%T?—Additioha}1y7—saeh—items—%¥——f————f—4*

Ve

are- l;kelyuto —be- reeyeled andfreused—untll exhaustedw

therefore thelr 1n1t1al form may be unldentlflable : ; ;

=

k4

5. Items which are frequently used at a habitation site have

a higher chance of being deposited’there, éither through loss

or breakage,‘than items used infrequently or those used out-

side the habitation area.

6; At those sites where goods are processed specifically to

be moved out of that site (e.g;, quarry sites, craft speciali-‘
' iatlon S1tes, trade 81tes) there may be a con81stent quantll

fiable relatlonshlp between those goods to be shlpped out

and‘all other goods. | ' | o - -

7. Within particular types of sites or specific cultural

groups, there may be identifiable regularities in the'pro-
portional composition of archaeolgical assemhlages, regard-
less of quantitiative differences in initial input of items.

It is evident that the identification of patterns in the B

archaeologiealfrecord and their subsequent interpretation in




terms of cultural reality is extrémely difficult,'é~réfiec£i§n~ :
- of the complexity of the situatidn; There is apparently nd:
iéimple'directrrelatioqship; so many cultural qﬁa nép-cu}tural
‘factors are 0perating in thé\formafion of the archaeologiqal
' record,ma;y of which_have been discuséed he;e, that to make

any behavioral inferpretations directly from archaeological

Y

¥

remainsvwithout“consideration of theée factors now seems
foolhardy, although frequently done in therbaét:' All pos-

3

-

R 3hav,é,Ih&meihodalo,gy;ta dea_LlMi,th,,J:hem*f N
'~ The fur trade era is an ideal research area in this
regard,‘since it is a case of the incoming, recording group,
adépting to é large extent, to the prehistoric way of -life,
although that was already somewhat altered. Hence, aﬁ 5
éésentially "Indian" way of_life:was being liQed and- recorded
by many of these white @en. Thus, this area of studyvshouid
| be ratédrhigh, élqng wiéh ethnoarchaeological studies; aé
an excellent medium for generafing and testing hypotheses
rrelevant to pfehisto;g}'behavioral patterns.
The search for tendencies such as those listed above,

in all ethnogfaphic, historical,and aréhaeoiogical analyses
must continue, alohg with.quqﬁ{;fication of‘all relevaﬁt
dafé,‘sorfﬂét”wﬁeh a7ététiéf&éali&jédeéﬁé{eisém?lé ﬁaé béén',
coileéted, we may begin to quantify these generalizations to

formulate methods to deal with such distortion factors.-

o~

..
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APPENDIX A: North West Company Inventories - - . T
Section (i):. Inventory of Goods Taken at the Grand Portage
June, 1797. . » -
Section (ii): Order for the Columbia Department, 1807-08. )
‘ ' , :
(1) . Goods ) ' L (i1)
. | . . 1807 1808
597 ) Blanket coats ‘ - -
461 e T114N048-CAPOLS - < > o o e Qe
20 : ~ Chiefs coats laced - -, 2
26 S " "™ - gartered - 2 8
35 Capots, .laced : 7 L -
37 ‘ " 4% Ells N - ' -
300 - " 4 Ells ' , 4 10
113 " 3% Ells . 15 20
184 e " 3 Ells 120 12 3
154 " 2% Ells 4 .6 _ ;
107 . . "2 11s . ' 2 6
118 " 1!;,%:&; - 6
210 "1 s B - 6
436 -~ Swanskin jackets - -
205 prs. - Leggins — - -
582 " . Callicoe trousers - -
472 R Cotton "o - o=
87 - -on Russia sheeting trousers , 6 12
256 o Large sleeves . e -
_ 68 M -~ Middling sleeves - -
" 306 v " Small sleeves . - -
100 . Portage slings : ' 4 6
121 : prs. Beef shoes _ - - -
27 . Soldiers coats . L - —_
233 , L . Callico jackets ' .- =
124 o Boys white shirts o - -
244 - Children's white shirts - -
35 ' Children's callico'shirts - -
195 Mens white shirts o - -
18 Russia sheeting shirts , - -
-5 : Common cotton shirts ' 24 30
7 Fine cotton shirts . - -
- : Flannel shirts . A (R &
S 20 pieces - .- Brown Russia-sheeting - - - .~ . - - R T
17 “Fathoms " " " 2 4 (yds.)
220 L Callimancoe mantlets . v - S
270 - - - Flannel robes . ' - S
11 , L "~ " Bath coating robes . R
26 ¢ 7 . . Callico robes - - -
-8 3, - Bath coating great coats - - =
2 ‘ ‘Ratteen great ‘coats : - -

5 ' Sailors jackets _ . - -
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North West Company Inventories (continued) B ST
(1) Goods | fo(d1) .
. . 1807 1808
6 ‘Clerks equipments . - - o
9 Molton jackets - = '
6 Bath Coating jackets - -
13 2/3 pieces Common -Strouds _ ¥ 1
18 Fathoms " S : - -
11 " Blue common strouds . - -
T e ‘White strouds — 5 - oo ge s o o
3 pleces Common HBred strouds : S 1
9 ' Fathomg m M e -
2 pleces. - Fine HBred " - - -
K " " "  blue strouds . ¥ 1
14 20 Ells
1 : Middling tent - - - ' {
27 pieces -White molton - - e s
26 _Fathoms- B L. ! e S SRR -
19 . - pieces :Blue " 5 - -
C 33 Fathoms " " : -~ ~
-7  pleces Red "o ‘ - -
16 " Fathoms " "o : - : -
54 - prs. Blankets 3 pt. 12 - 10
72 " " 2% pt. 12 12
31, " Blankets 2 pt. : 2. 4
107 o " 15 pt: | 2 4
101 " " 1 pt. - -2 6
3 pleces Tow sheeting v - -
3 AL Scotch sheeting’ - -
47% Fathoms S ' - -
C by ~ pieces Hesseus(?) , - - .
14 ’ ( English 0il cloths - -
3 Russia sheeting cloths - -
36 . - Bags for shot ' : - -
14} doz.  Stone calumets ' - - i
44 1bs. Spunge 2 4
106 3/4 1bs.  Vermillion . - A .
27 ' Velvet bound hats. ' - 4
3. Plain " - .
5 Laced " : - -
- 123 ' Children's hats . - - -
44 1/3 - doz: - Milled hose - - -
13 7/12 doz. Worsted " , : - -
197 ' Common belts ' L 20 . 50
264 4 Fine " ~ o - -
86 , yds. Sail cloth - -
29 doz. Milled caps ] - 4
1 , 1" Worsted ™ A ] = -
2 5/12 doz. Cotton " : - -

Children's worsted hose - - -
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North West Company Inventories (continued) -1 .. . -
(i) Goods (ii)
— 1807 1808
.61k ' ~ doz. 7 horn ", folding knives - -
118 " Wood " "o - - ‘
1k " ' “ "Bone handled " - -
124 " Clasp : " - -
156 5/12 - " - Butchers " - -
9 " Inlaid Cartouche " - -
: 7 €amwood(?) - "™ - M T
1° " Silver handled .« " - -
« 11/12 " “Pen knives @€ - -
. , " Scalping kniveés . 6 14
z/—’3/4 doz. Children's knives - -
s M. Steel tobacco boxes 4 6
/' 125/12 " Japanned boxes 2 6
1% " Cow bells. . L e -
i I gross . .. Hawk bells . . - .6 . .
17 5/12 doz. Horse bells - - -
20 10/12 " . Nonsopretties(?) - =
9 1/12 gross  Thimbles - -
26 : Fine callicoe mantlets - -
28 Common " " 2 6
71% lbs. Worsted (no red) - -
68 - " Collar wire - -
51 _ " Snare " - -
112 " Ear . " - - 3
26% " ‘doz. Razors 4 4 v
21/3 " - in cases : - -
9 v gross  Sleeve buttons (yellow) - -
- : " Coat. " - L2
17 doz. Fine gunscrews - -
9 " prs. Small Steelyards 1 1
5% ' doz.  Crooked knives - -
: 11 ' . Cork screws - -
- ' 17 : doz. Scissors - 12
7 - prs. Sheers - -
124 ' " Shoe brushes - - -
76 1bs. Blue beads 7 - -
©37 oo White & coloured beads 4 6
55 " . Natateuze(?) beads - -
2% 7. . _doz,  -lh.dnch files - . - oL
43 L " 9 inch files - 4 - 6
10 10/12 " 8 inch files o -~ -
7 inch files - - 2 6
3/4 " Saw files o 4 2/3 )
5 3/4 " Files - assorted 3 L
3% : n Rasps 12 in. —£2) -
2 l/’6' ’ " o "non flat - _ -

-5 7/12 "

" assorted



North West Company Inventories (continued) =
(1) Goods - (i1) .
T ' 1807 1808
145 prs. Childrens Monoco(?) Shoes - -
165 " " 4 Leather " - -
12. pcs. Common Callicoe - -
24 Fathoms " " 6 15
12 " Furniture " - -
26 M Fine " e e el LT
7 Fine Linen Shirts - -
80 3/4 yds.  Irish Linen ' - -
12% doz. . Red Silk Handkerchiefs =~ - 1%
17/12 " Black " " - -
30 3/4 " Large Red & Blue Cotton
Handkerchiefs - 1%
8 " India Romals(?) - -
~273/4 " Common T [
402 prs. - Common Shoes - -
17 " Fine " - -
4 5/12 " Pocket Handkerchiefs ~ -
8 1/12 " Shawls : - -
17 gross - Small Yellow Crosses - -
38 " Rings - -
58 , Fustian Jackets e -~ - ,
2% o doz. Fine Shoe Buckles S - - .
: 33 7/12 " Common " " - -
v 854 " Firesteels 12 - 24
- 32 Tapboarers - -
5 Brass Cocks - 1
1 5/12 doz. Marking Irons - -
4 Hammers 1 1 N
21 Gun Locks - -
3 ~ Hand Saws 1 1
1 doz. Gimblets 1 2
- 33 rolls Indian Ribbon - -
3 " Broad " - -
9 " Tifcel = ™ * - - ’
7 " Hai " - -
- 7 = doz. Hat 'Bands & Buckles - -
14 pcs. - Feuets(?) ' - -
26 'doz.  Black Ostrich Feathers - -
22% " Cock Plumes - -
44 - Chiefs- Feathers. - -
274 ~ masses Barley Corn Beads - -
38 strings Pigeon Eggs - -
32 masses Large White Beads (nﬂ- -
o _ 20 " Small " " - -
8 " Glass spotted Beads - -
N 171 " Common Chima-Beads ' - -
48 1bs. Wax Candles 2 3
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North West Company Inventories (continued) L - )
(1) Goods (ii) - -
- 1807 1808
40 - Pad Locks - - - - - 2
3 Fine Double Locks : - -
12 Augers : - 3
3 2 Common Locks - ~
14% doz. Sceen(?) Twine -
S 20 -~ bunches ‘Sturgeon Twine 4 1bs.” 12 1bs.
T _ skein - _ Holland Twine = =\ _ . 24 . 36 - B
23 prs. Fine Cotton Trouser - =
33 " Ratteen - " - -
12 Capots, striped coatin - -
6 " gray Ratteen - -
1 " ' blue cloth - -
13 Corderey Jackets. - - g
5 prs. - - Trousers - - o )
R % AR o “Ratteen Jackets = = B - - L ﬁ{,fﬁ
o Y " Bath Coating Jackets - -
38 prs. Fustian Trousers - -
20 Callico Waistcoats - - ,
47 1/3 doz. Canoe Awls 4 -
16 5/12 gross Indian Awls - 2
3500 .- Cod Hooks - 50
oo Misc. Hooks 50. 150
16 Nets - -
1 Coat of Grey Cloth . - -
3% pcs., Plattilles(?) - -
© 38 fathoms Plattilles(?) - -
: -3 gross Fine Crimson Bed Lace - -
8 o ' Small Hair Trunks - -
12 pcs. Striped Callimancoe. - -
17 1/3 doz, Ivory Combs . - 1
6 1/3 doz.” Horm " made like Ivory - ~
13 2/3 " "w " - - 6
lmﬁ, v' " Box " _ _
6 " Shoemaker's awls - - -
5 gross Common bed Lace — -~
46 ‘Quart Basons - - .
- Gun Worms -
7 gross Gun Screws ) -
24 1/3 °©  doz.  Paper Lookilng glasses . -
10 " Oval Gilt Laoking glasses -
4 - 1bs. Smoking Tobadgo - -
3 rolls Pigtail " 2.
2 Fort Flags -
123 pcs. Gartering 4
7 3/4 " 1bs. Fine Thread i - -
13% " Net Thread - 13 18
5. " Coloured - " 1 3"
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" North West Company Inventorles (continued) )
@ : ~ Goods B (11)
'“ - : - ‘1807 1808
16 - - 1bs, ---- Stitching Thread. - -
21 :-' . Broad Belts with bead ~ -
10 - .prs.. - Pistols - /\j - -
30 Hangers : - -
6% yds. Crimson Taffetie(") - -
.2 - prs. Boys Ratteen Trousers - -
24 ... .. __Copper Tea Kettles - = - - = .
=17 1/6 doz. Tin Plates - - -
- Tin Dishes (large) - 2
T 10/12 " "~ Pewter Spoons T e e S e
2 ‘Powder s o 12 many
4 Smoothing™ Irons 7 ) -
23 1bs. Pepper o A 4 4 ;
195 ~ Quart Pots : 7 ‘ - - £
87 Pint " N R’ :
184 "Half Pint Pots N | 2 T
- % "o , ’ 1 2
- 1/8 v LIS |} ) 1 4
140 Gall.(?) " PR - - - :
32 Half Gal.(?) Pots - -
136 . Tin Funnels, assorted - ( - 'i
1 v Maitie de Netz (?) - N = N
22 1bs.. Allum ' _ 1/16 " % -
17% " Rice o - =t
33 - " Pearl Barley ‘ = -
101 Bayonettes - j - , - g
15 3/4 doz. Hand Dags . 2 5% .
1 7" Eyed " * , — ’ - ) . .
36 masses Mock Garmets ) : - -
- 15 1bs. Pipe Beads - - S
40,600 White Wampum : : - - ) Ve
23,650 Black Wampum - - : R
13 Natateuze(?) Belts . - .-
8 " Silver Hair Pipes o - -

2,800 : , Needles . 100 200
14 packs _Cards : » 2 . 6 .
14 papers Ink Powder : 2 4%
24 sticks Sealing Wax b 6
3 boxes . Wafers B R T =
22 Pocket Inkstands = . - e T -
3 sheets Abstract Paper ' [ - =
2 o : Slates - : - - 4 :
1 pr. Fleecy Boots ' ' - - §
2 doz. Packing Needles , - - o

~1/3 doz. Lead Pencils L K 1 Lo

2 gross Button Moulds - - -
10% Fathoms " Corderoy . ’ - - o



ANorth West Company Inventories (continued)

(i)

(1) Goods -
1807~ 1808
- 12 'Fathoms ‘Shalloon - = -
3 " Striped Cotton - -
56 - Tincel(?) strings for Hats - -
15 1bs. Cotton Wick ~ : 10 12 (balls)
21 Fathoms ‘White Bunting - -
- 15% " Blue -~ ™ - -
3 A n "Red - "Moo - .-y - S
. 3 " Brown Molton - -
8 " Striped Coating - )
1,463 Gunflints 8 15 (doz?)
40 half pou Bottles, mustard - -
12 - New Sadils - -
4 *  Shoe Binding - - -
-7 Blanket - Matrassess(?) R
6% h ~ Coarse Linen - ) - -
3 " - White Baize ’ - -
1 Sett Books bound in calf . - -
1% yds. HB Green Strouds o - -
6 Pint Basons [ - -
.6 Half-pint Basons : - -
29 New Guns. 10 20 .
3 old " )
1 roll . Damaged Tobacco - -
53 lbg, Shot
290 " Ball
- pIrs. Ball Mould
% keg High Wines
;f ‘M Rum k’
1 ‘Small tin kettle
- Mathematical Instruments
1 Small Brass kettle ‘ !
1  doz. Tin wrist bands
125 ' _ Half axes
3 Scrapers
42 Good Beaver traps ‘ - ¢ -
12 Damaged Capots €§ - -
5 prs. Snow shoes _ - - °
1 Hand Mill - -
1 " _very old. - -
1 Sieve - -
18 Muskets- w/bayonettes - =
50 masses(?) Shingle nails - -
21 " Case(?) nails - -
70 1bs. Chalk - -
2k bushel  Green Pease
43 gallons Linseed 0il \\\~; - -
4 "~ weet 011 * - -
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North West Company Inventories (continued) ) -
) Goods (ii) )
' 1807 - 1808
. - : -
2/5 - keg _  Salts : - ]
6 -B11s.(?) Pork " - -
1 ' bale Oakum - -
6 .~ .Blls.(?) Pitch tar - - .
24 bales Copper kettles 1
968 : 1bs. ° " " - -
311 : " . Brass kettles - -
11 _nests  Tin kettles = . - - B -
9 Beaver traps damaged ~ -
90 - -+ --1bs.  : lamp black- - -
8 ~ Sickles - sl
5 Carpenter axes - -
5 Carpenter- adzes = I
128 . Sauteux(?) Trenches - -
10— “Plochons(?) e —
' //21 B " Narrow Trenches - © 30 - T
S Broad Trenches - 30
21 Narrow hoes ' 1 1
3 Broad hoes - -
. 52 Cassetdtes(?) - -
5 Large axes - 4
1 Anvil - - B
108 pPrS. Darts - 12 24 B
4 kegs Beef - - -
2 " Tongues - - .
4 cases  Pipes - -
-9 " boxes Candles - -
1 keg ~ Salt - - _
36 gallonsv‘ Spirits (?) - -
52% Vinegar - 2
11 Frying pans - -
9 " New-whip saws - -
8 - Cross cut saws - -
5 Hand saws - -
2 ' -Coopers saws - -
6 f i Saw setts - -
1 -~ Cooper's round adze - -
1 ' " drawing knife - -
4 Iron shovels - - B
1,291 Ibs Bau(?) Iron ) - - '
206 Steel - -
1,484 " 0l1d Iromn - -
1 v Fine Gun - -
1 ~ Gun stock~split - -
8 kegs Good Powder 2 5
11 " Damaged Powder - -
2 bales - -

Brass kettles



North West Company Inventories - (continued) - .,, - —
(1) —Goods . & ’ '
T ' - 1807 1808
.78 lbs.  Soap ’ 20 - 30
7 - pPrs. Blue Boundgore(”) Handkerchief - -
13 yds. = Bleached Sheeting - -
17 Cod lines Ty 4 6
1 “pe.(?) Brown Molton *j - -
7 Cwt.(?) Shat » ‘ : - -
~12-- okegs o POTK o e s e e e e
3 " Port Wine ST - - .
3 " Madeira. = - 1
16 " Grease - -
3 " Teneriffe(?) Wine - - - “
9% o " Spanish Wine - =
18 prs. Jean ‘Trousers - - v
-6 M Nanken " - ‘ - - -
4 oM yests . o = - K
7. - Fustian vests o - -
y 2 +» Blis.(?) Loaf sugar - - -
L ( 1 N Shrub(?) - -
3/4 kegs Lime juice - -,
5,088 lbs. - Gum . - j
- 95 rolls Wide bark - - A
150 M- Narrow bark - - -
3,955 bundles Ouattap(?) - - - -
28 ’ Sails - half pieces - - -
19 , " - one-third pieces - - -
3,638 1bs. Sugar : Ceaen - -
1 : Large tent - - y\
5 Large tents very old - -r
884 bushels Hulled. corn - -
714% " Unhulled corn - -
157% " " worm eaten - -
ooz New Canoes - -
135 pr. Blanket 2% pt. pieces(?) ~ -
15 Moons Chiefly large -« - -
5 e Gorgets - -
1 PTr. Arm bands,No.2 - -
4 Large Beaver S - - .
6 Small Beaver , ) - -
2 “Turtles e T e e
16 Double crosses - -
4 Triple crosses - -
8 Ear wheels - - 7
21 Large Hollow broaches, No. 1 - -
21. Hiddling sized " No. 2 - -
26 —n No.—3 = =
130 Smallest Sort " - -
21 prs. Silver rings - -
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**North West Conrpany Inventories (continued) - - R *;
(4 ) : Goods v < (d1)
7\ T 1807 1808
Y -
.1 ‘Large box . i - -
167 -~ Small scolloped crosses - . -
115 _ PIS. Common ear bobs - ' - .
1,900 ) - ,Common broaches - -
1,217 Small - " - - .
121 ' Heart " - - _—
150 T T T Wampum o T E T B O
: Medicines. . . . [ I i',i, T = -
5 lbs. Epicacuantha(?) T -
 Em——— n Cantharides(?) - :
4 oz. ' Flower Zinc - * - L e
Pt 0 pt— 2424 (bottles)
. 3 I .n o ’Aﬁiﬁ&&d EE e,
L 1b. . Laudanum - -
6 oz. Tincture Guidcum(?) - - tr .
1 1b. Extract of Giulard(?) ' - -
4 " ‘Antimonial(?) Wine - -
« 6. oz. Other - = - - v
3. " Spirits Nitre(?) . - - % =
i " Corrasive(?) Sublunate (?) = =
9 half pint bottle Spr.(?). Turpentine . o - -
2% - 1b. Cream Tartar - L, -
L " Bals. Capivi(?) - -
4 oz. Red Precipited - -
14 e .. Colonice ; - -
2 1bs.(?) Lunar(?) Caustic ~ -
1 3/4 1bs. Cetrinum(?) Ointment - -
3 ' " Fine Link(?) - -
1 " - 831t Tartar - -
2 Morters - -
.1 Large Syringe. T - - -y
4 Small Syringe - - /
¥} "oz.  Philomim Landininen: - -
3/4 1b. Tartar, Emetic o ,/_\-\ - ’
1. - " Mercurial Ointment [ - -
1 o . Guaiacum Wood - v - - -
"I~ " " Liguworice Root < . =7 - -
2 ) oz:  Crud Opium - -
1 1b. Magnesia N ' 2 2 (oz.)
1% oz. Aloesg(?) ' - -
3 " Gum Myrrh - -
X 1b. Salt Nitre (?) - -
~ 2 1bs. Prepared chalk oo -
3/4 " White Vitriol - -
1 "o Salt Ammoniae - -



North West Company Inventeries (continued) - -
(). Goods (i1)
’ 1807 1808
1.6 Oz. Gum Camphor 2 4 (1bs.)-
6 Rupture Trusses. - - - .
-2 doz.  Phials - -
26 boxes Theriac 7 - -
16 . boxes Drawing Salve - 2
3 . __boxes _ Healing " ) - <
8 Gallipots Drawing Salve - 1 B T
2 " Healing Salwe -
"4 " Softening Ointment - - - - -
3 " . Mercurial Ointment - -
12 1bs. Castile Soap - -
3 " Tow , v - =
3/4 " Sticking Plaster - - -
I ~"Blistering Plaster - B 22 (ozy)
&y " Papers Pills Boxes - e o
3/4 - 1bs. Sugar of Lead - -
5% - Peruvian Bark . - V=
10% " Tallap(?) - o
15 1/6. doz. Purging Powders - -
9 " _ Injection Powders - -
16 2/3 " Vomits 24 2
32/3 " . Lancets - -
6 : bottles Eye Water - -
32 . " Scented Water - -
19 Bougies(?) - -
2 ‘ bottles Essential 0il Mint - -
33/4 1bs. Rhubarb in Powd 2 #2 (0z.)
46 ' " . Glauber Salts - -
5% " Ginger -, -
8 - Ginger in Powder - -
2 ) " Liquorice - ~ o
3/8 " Cloves 1 1 (1b.)
2% " Allspice - - - -
4% » Mace L 1 (oz.) -
1.6 oz. Cinnamon 1 2 (1b.)
11 1bs.  Salt Petie . - - .
14 . 0Z. Borax - -
. T ,1bs.  Rozin . - - :
2.14 Yoz, Blue Vitriol - "1 (oz.)
1k 1bs. Stone Brimstone - -
2 " Flower Brimstone - -
3 3/4 " Spermacete - -
1.3 oz. Saffron Flowers - -
3 1bs. Rhubarb Root - -
] oz.' Grand River Root . - -
3 gross Phial Corks : - -
1 pr. Large Scales & Weight - -
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North West Company Inventories (continued)
1) Goods (1) -
1807 1808
1 Pr. Small Scales & Weight - -
1 Tin Bason - -
1 Funnel.’ - -
4 Tin Boxes - ~
L 1b. Manoique(?) - -
2 packets Garden Seeds A Quantity -
o N Utencils - RO
24 - Good Copper kettles - R
with cover - -
© 29 {h~l, Good Copper kettles
- without covers - -
10 Brass kettles - - -
25 — " Tin kettles T T =T =
12 o Kettles,mended but serviceable - -
1 Large Copper: kettle : - -
1 Iron tripper(?) Co- -
1 Brass boiler, broke ~ - - “ra
18 Kettles unserviceable - -
1 Single Stove- - -
2 Whip saws, good - -
2 : Whip saws, broke - -
3 Cross cut saws, good - -
1 Cross cut saw, broke - -
1 Iron chain (34 1lbs.) - -
908 Bags, used - -
18 01d guns - -
1 Blunderbush - -
36 Scyths - -
18 Hand saws - -
10 Spades - -
14 Carpenter planes - -
18 Pioches ' = -
2 Drawing knives - -
13 Augers - -
27 Files - assorted - - -

- Carpenter adzes

Dags

Large axes

 Small axes -
Small hammers . -

Masons hammers
Scrapers

Piochons -

WHEWLuMAAASNMNNMNOANN W

Chizzels

‘Caulking Iromns

Waffle Iron
Tranches - narrow -

;
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North West Company Inventories (continued)

1)

Utepeils

A

(ii)

1807 1808

*

5

~
Large Carpenter axes
Coutreaux(?)
Scapes(?)
Large Chizzel
Mason trowels

‘Large Steelyards
" Pick Axe o

Copper Scales

_Try Angle _

Hand Cuffs
Draw knife

9k

156
13

Ll R N AN

ANNHWE O

rolls

1bs.
pieces

pT.

Hammer for Shingles- '

Sheet Iron

~-Stirrups - I

Scales & Beams - -
n "woon very old

Weight as follows

-~ 56 1b.

—_ 28 "

—_— 14 1]

— 4 1"
2 ”

—— 1 1] ]

— ;i ] ]
v — ;); "o
Spencers twist, damaged
Brazil
Carrot
Lodge
Iron crow bar
Good carts C
Harnessesy 0ld & new
New Cart Wheels
Traines

PFHROWHENO®
]
]

Cattle

_ Horses
“Colt =<3 yrs.o0ld 7

Cows
Bull
Oxen
Calves
Sheep-
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North West Company Inventories (continued)

(gf7 Blacksmith's Shop (i1)
1807 - 1808

1 -~ 7 pr. . Bellows ’ - -

2 ~Anvils v - -

2 Vices . - S -

5 ‘ pr. . Pinchers - -

1 ' Large hammer [ - B

1 - Middling hammer - T

3 " Small hammers _ = = - = e

- 7 Axes, square headed

. « for canoes 2 4
- . keg Brandy, french 1 1
- doz. File, half round 10" 1 1/6
i - ] I *Fiter*"?** 7«“7748"» e R 17/6;777 :

- - o " File, Rat tail ~— 1 ' 1/6 S

- ' ' "~ Gouges of %" - 1

- 2] 3/4n _ 1

- ‘ g Gimlets, spike 1 1 a
- doz.(?) Quills L -

- Vices, small key - - 1

« -
Fl
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~ Artifacts Recovered from Fort George- -

”~ ~
— 2.
— -0 >
- T - o T - Loy
z (] .
. . < -
= ® :
L] .
X =
& o ~
~ fal ] —
S = -
~- @ o & oa -
g & [ 0O © o
> » X = £ 5o
) o © t . « °
2 ‘2 = - _ | I =
[ ] . o [ ]
[ g & - - [
L] ] - =) = =
L] 14 [ ~ = - - s -
¢ - @ O o T -
1] o x 3 - o~ (] a - o~ (2] > -t [ a
3 ~ £ o T e L 8 = e ax o8 .8
= - » + £ E g o0 a E ] B £ o [ g O
@ & o & o6 0 O o o g g 28 . < @ 3
=1 (] O =~ ] o] O o L L o] ] - —t - <
- x = = = o - (-4 B (7] o (-9 (-9 [ 3 o m ., - [6
£ 1 [ 1.'5 ' 1 ) ' : :2 3 B‘l ’ : [ 24
Hunting, Trapping” R S :
ence o T T CooT T -
&n Parts 1T 3 s -3 7 2 1 1= 1 3 2 6 1 1 21 13 6 78
Gunflints 9 22 3 1 13 L] 1 i r 122 20 6 23 ®7 13 1» 3 21 229
Gun warm 1 - S T 1
Lead balls &
shot® 543 20 1 7 21 2 1 9 - 35 153 3 8 8 5 8 3 5 795
Lead scrap 4 S 2 3 - 1 - - - 25 - 1 10 7 2 1 1 5 4§
Lead sprue - y - 1 9 - 1 1 2 2 s - - - - 1 - - 2 2%
- ~ Trade points T I6 W I 9 - - 3 = 19 5 1 I 9 3 5 & 8 59 .
Knife frags. 1 2 - - 1 - - 1l - 15 1 1 3 8 1 7 P 5 32
Trap fregs. 2 - - - - - - = - - - - - - - 2 - - 4
-Harpoon -frags: = =" - mi e aphe e e e 2 .- 1-- - - . e
. = T T T 17
Hammer frags. 1 - S T R . T S 1
Dividers frag. - - - - - -~ - - - 1 - - 1 - - - - 1
File frags. 12 2 1 - 6 1 2 2 - 13 2 3 2 3 1 107 53 1 185
Rasp - - - - - 1~ = -~ = - - - - 1 1 - 2
Drill bits - e - - -4 e 4 - - 1 - 1- - = - - = 1
Chisels 1.1 - - - = e e e a4 e e e = s & 1 8
Gimlets - 2 - - 2 - 1 - 1 2 - - - 1l - 1l - 1 8
Picks/Punches - 1 - - 1« - -« = 4 - - 11 1 1 1- ?
Plane/AXze frags. 1 = - - = - - -~ - 1- - - 1- -« - - 2
Sar fregs. 1 -1 1= = = <« - = 2 - - - 2 - 3 1 - 8
Hinges/Ioor parts 3 2 - - < - - - - 6 - - 1 1- 1 - 1713
Perforated metal 2 2 - 1 1 - - - - 12 2 1 2 S 1 18 7 2 sl
Wire frags 7 17 1 2 8 1 1 2 1 39 7 1,11 13 5 8 19 3 133
Brass wire coils - 1 - - - - - - - § - - S 7 - 2 - 1 20
Gate hook/pin 1 - 2 - . R N 3
Rivets - 1« « = =« « - - 1 - - 1 - - 23 17 1 28
Screws - - - - - - - - - 1 - - 1 - 2 1 - 3
Spikes - u - 2 5 - 1 - 1 6~ - - = 1 3 2 3 2
T-head nails
-shouldered 1 3u ¥ L] 3 2 - - - 7 2 - 1 1 1 ¥ F 2 ¢l
-unshould 7 &7 ? 5 11 3 2 3 1 3us 10 2 3 8 6 6 2 6 137
Rosehead nails 27 35° 19 19 12 3 2 2 1129 - 6 38 51 5 51 2% 23 318
Flat-head nails 6 11 2 6- 18 1 1 S 3 22 S - S 11 - [ 3 2 79
Gable-head nails 1 1 1 - 7 - i 1 1 2 1 1- - - 3. -« 13
L-head nails 1 % 1 - 2« - - - 3 1- - 2 17 s - 1 18
Headless nails - 1 - - 1 - - 6 2 - - 2 - 10 5 - 20
Miscellaneous! k - :
]

:d'aft frags 365 13 - 3 64 1 18 8 9 59 25 9 3 S 9 E ? 9 67
head types 7 3 8 72 3 17 16 7127 38 9 7 & 18 - - 9
Tacks 1 5 3 2 ) - - 1 & - - 1 3 1 1- 2 29

Miscellaneous
© screp metal* 355 12 3 8 8BS 3 6 4 & 155 3% 8 21 12 35 sl 21 13 €91
FaTd T Frsonal
e :
Tron amils 1 7 1 1 1. - « - 5 4 1 2+ - 2 2 3 32
_ Pins/needles 1 - - S 3
Firesteels - - - e - 4 e e . 2 - - - 2 - s 1 - 10
Slate frags. 2 2 - - 2 - - - 1- - -« - - - 1 - 1 8
Scissors - - - - - N 1 - - - - - 1 - - 2
Razor frags. 1 - 1 - « - - - 3I 2 1- - 2 6 2 - 13
Sealing wax 2 T - - - - - . 5 - - 1 8 - 1 - 1 12
Kettle part -
- —=lugs 21 . 3 NN B T, S, . 1 S " T T E—
~hooks /handles 1 1 - - 1. - - - 2 1 - -1 - - 1 1 9

? provenience unyrown
® . Xidd did not report

distribution

for these artifacry
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Artifacts Recovered from Fort George (continued)
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: b= oz & Z & g &£ 0 0 oK K @ & n @ o R
o g 1 ] ,w: ] & LN ;‘;‘ ] ' ] ] ] ;3 : ’ { g
Metal con- i 1
em_ner s. - - - 2 - - - - - 1 - - 1 - - - 1 1
‘m‘g - - s 1 2 - - - - N 1 1-2 1 2 10 2 2 27
Splgot n'ags - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1
Trunk parts - 1- - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 2
Lock parts ~ . e - - - - - . 1 - - 1 - - - - - 1
Tobacco 1id frags. = = = = = = -~ = 3 - - 1 1 - - - 2 5
Tin box ﬁ"ag§ - - 2 1 - - - - - 3 - - - - - 1 - & 11
Tin scraps @ - 1 1 2 - - - - - 4 - - 6 6 2 13 2 '3 M
Creamware-plain 4 8 - 2 9 4 - - 3 1 l - =~ 2 3 8 - n sz
-blue-on—whlte 4 2 - - 2 - - 2 - 8 - - - 7 - 2 - 2 27
~misc.. 1 - - - - - - - 6 - - - 3 - - - - 7
Porcelain - 1- - 2 - - - 1 3 - - - 3 - 2 - - 8
Stonesare - - - 1 - - - 3 - - - - - - - 1 L3
Mirror/window g’Lass 2 3 3 2 3 - - - - 61 - 4 23 15 5 18 6 4 116 -
-silvered frags. 28 - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - 28
Bottleglass-misc. 34 54 9 10 56 12 4 9 2 75 35 3 7 48 1 N0 3 17
-green (liquor?)- 16 6 24 - - - - - 20 -~ 3 6 8§ - 27 9 15 2
-medicines - 6 - 7 6 -~ 1~ - 32 5 - 9 10 2 10 b 3
-bases - 2 1 1 2 - - - - 7 2 1 2 - 1 1 - 3
Misc. glass - 7 4 16 15 2 2 1 1 60 10 2 12 8 2 11 2 25 133
Drinking glass frags. 3 2 1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
. Bone camd frags. 1 - - - 2 - - 1 - 4 1 - - 2 1 - - 2 10
Clo%‘ & Ornaments . <
e frags.~ - =~ 1 - - - - - 4 - - 3 1 - 1 - - . 6
Buttaons 9 4 2 4 13 1 - 5 1 us 7 1 13 19 4 9 2 6 100
Button eyes 3 - - 1 - - - - - 8 1 - 2 5 - 3 - 1 17
Bone button backs 1 3 - - 5 1 - 2 - 7 2 - 1 3 'y 2 2 25
Cuff links - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - 1 - - 2
Buckle frags. . 1 3 - - 1 - 1- - 17 - i 04 8 1 4 1 1 27
Rings 2 1- - 2 1 1 - - 24 1 1 8 10 2 5 - 2 38
Armbard frags. - - - - - - - - - 10 - 3 2 2 - 2 - 2
Brooches - 1 - 3 - - - 1 18 3 i1 5 8 - L} 2 5 3
Misc. silver frags. 1- - R - 1 - 2 - - 1 - - - - 1 S
Barring frags. 1 1- - 5 - - 1 - 7 5 1 5 = 1 1 2 22
Pendants b - - - 1 1 - - - 18 1 4 6 6 - 2 1 2 =
- - - - - - - - 1 - -~ - - - - - = 1
Tinklmg cones
~complete 2 2 7 13 % 1 10 1 8 14 & 32 30 7 7 3 .12 1%}
Thimbles 1~ - - - - 5 - - 3 - 1 2 1~ 8
Brass bells 3 n 1 1 - - - - 21 Y - 8 7 3 3 - 2 ¥
Beads-tubular 17 6 2 -1 3 1 - 2 1 4 88 8 9 11 10 6 3 6
-barrel 24 12 2 5 1 1 3 1 33 25 2 8 23 - n 1 10318
-spherical - 8 - 1 12 1l - 1n 1 4 8 1l- - - - - 3
-seed* 20,588 12 368 63 256 13 30 207 13 717 3155 222 1% 71 126 - - 96 25,268
-shell® 36 - - - - - 1 - - - 0 - - - - - - - 47
Transportation . - :
Bridle frags. 1 - - - - - - - - 2 - - 1 - 2 2 - 8
Barrel hoop fregs.l - - - - - - - - 1l - - - - - 1 1 1 4
Baling seal frags. - - - - -~ - - = 5 2 - 1 2 - - 2 . 7
Recreation \
Clay pipe fregs. 87 57 12 33 111 7 8 33 & 613 &8 22227 203 87 92 12 95 115§
Stone pipe frags. 3 2 1 1 7 1 3 - - 20 1 - y 7 - 2 1 S 82
Native Industries
one tools - ~ - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - 1 - = 2
Stone flakes 5 Jlo- 2 2 - - 2 - 8 g Z 1 - 2 3 2 3 w2
Abrasive stone frags.~ - 1 - - - - - 3 - - - - 1 - - 4 8
Bone awl hafts/handles- - - - - - - - 5 3 - - l - 2 2 1 1
Antler handle frags. - - - 3 - 2 - - 4 - 1 - 2 1 1 - I 1n
Bone fleshers 1 1 - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - - 2 6
Bone gaming pieces- - - - - - - - - 2 2 - - - - - - [}
Worked mammal bone - 1 - 3 - - = - 9 2 - - 2 3 2 - 4y 21
Worked antler 3 - - - - - - - 13" - 2 6 5 - 10 & 3 29
Worked bird bone 1 - - - - - - - 6 - PO | 2 - - - 2 9
Cowrie shells - - - 1 - - - 1 10 1 - 2 6 - - - - 12
Dentalium shells - - - - - - - - 1 - - 1 - l - = 2
Snawshoe needle - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1
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