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The Trials, Tribulations and Triumphs of the Gibson Band of the Mohawk Tribe
of the Iroquois Confederacy - Muskoka Publications Aug. 1986 ($16.95),
Sylvia Duvernet
The history of the Gibson Band is unique amongst Indian tribes. In the pro-
cess of interface with the white' man their experiences were both civilizing
and frustrating resulting in legal cases and the ultimate resurgence of inde-
pendence and entreprenurial attitudes. Having passed from the benevolent pa-
ternalism of Sulpicians and Methodists, the church on the Reserve, now United,
is somewhat a symbol of past rather than present spiritual search. Mother
Earth has always been meaningful to the Iroquois and to the industrious cran-
berry-growers she continues to be benevolent. There is on the Reserve evi-
dence of both the Protestant ethic of hard work and the indigenous need to
maintain a symbiotic relationship with nature. With extensive inter-marriage
having taken place over the years, members of the Gibson Band maintained a
friendly association with the white community, they nevertheless cherished
their native culture and encouraged its appreciation amongst their younger
members living both on and off the Reserve.
The story of their conflict with the Sulpician priests at Oka, the legal cases
resulting therefrom and the subsequent resettlement of the Band near Bala is
an exciting one which, while seeming sometimes rash and reckless, must be
perceived with sensitivity.
It has been the author's aim as a specialist in Religious Studies to survey
anthropologically the problem of the Gibson Band as a people in search of self-
definition. Their contemporary identity is an ambiguous one but one of which
they are proud both as human beings and as native people operating in a pri-
marily wh~te s?ciety. The ethno-history of the Gibson Band has never been re-
searched ln thlS manner before. The book is a tribute to their determination
to take the ~ivi~ization which they had learned from Christianity and to cul-
turally conflrm lt as a contemporary part of their Indian ethos.
Sylvia DuVernet has been a lifetime summer resident in Muskoka and is familiar
with Band member~ and their activities. She was the only Press person present
for the celebratlon of the one-hundredth anniversary of the Band's arrival in
Muskoka.
The book may be ordered directly from the author at 37 Hartfield Court, Isling-
ton, Ontario, M9A 3E5, or from The U. of T. Bookroom, The Bob Miller Bookroom,or the R.O.M. Book and Gift Shop.



DAViD aOYLE DOESN'T LIVE HERE ANYMORE
by

Mima Kapches,
Like many archaeologists interested in the history of Ontario Archaeology I
find myself constantly referring to Gerald KilIan's comprehensive biography
David Boyle: From Artisan to Archaeologist (U of T Press, 1983). Recently,
I became interested in where David Boyle lived when he moved to Toronto. Of
course, Gerald KilIan provided some answers to this question.
In 1883 David Boyle moved to Toronto and lived at 353 Yonge Street directly
opposite Elm Street north of Dundas and south of Gerrard (Killan p. 75). There
he opened "Ye 01 de Booke Shoppe and Natural Science Exchange". He and his fam-
ily lived above the store for five years until 1888. A title search of all
properties on the east side of Yunge from Gerrard to Dundas revealed that
Boyle held no freehold title (Disenhaus, pers. com.). Therefore, Boyle was a
tenant at 353. During this five year period Boyle realized a dramatic career
change from teacher, store operator, to curator and archaeologist for the
Canadian institute.
On March 23, 1888 Boyle purchased a semi-detached brick house on Berkeley
S'treet, no. 316 to be exact (Killan,p. 112). (Confirmed by Disenhaus, pers.
com.). Berkeley is in the "heart" of Cabbagetown located one street west of
Parliament. No. 316 is south of Gerrard and north of Dundas. For seventeen
years David Boyle and his family lived in this house. These were his most pro-
ductive years as an archaeologist. The house was sold in October of 1903 to
Nathani el Smi th (Disenhaus, pers. com.).

8~0 Yongf' ~tl'el_:>t, Oa\'id B(JY~f"'-" Ye Old Rooke Shoppp,
nOb ltndp;' I:JH~ fi f~S L "'i" of ,\ & A's.





It seems that the family moved from Berkeley Street to 78 Walker Avenue in
1905 (Kil1an,p. 220) (July 1905, Disenhaus, pers. com.). Boyle lived there
for six years, until his death in February of 1911. Martha Boyle sol d the
hou~e in July of 1912 (Disenhaus, pers. com.). These later years were marked
by decreased field activity and greater administrative responsibilities rela-
ted to the artifact collections of the Ontario Provincial Museum. This house
was the location of the special convocation of the Doctor of Laws upon him, in
his sick bed, on June 10, 1909.
In total, Boyle lived in three residences in Toronto. The next step was to
look at these places. Finding the Yonge Street store proved an interesting ex-
ercise. 355 Yonge ts now Peter Dunn's Vinyl Museum. The second and third
story facade of this building seem little changed from what must have been the
original exterior (paint and false window dressings ignored). The first floor
is completely altered. Immediately to the south of 355 are the larger and ex-
panded premi ses of A&A' s with the Yonge Street address of 351 Yonge. Unfor-
tunately David Boyle's Ye 01de Booke Shoppe and residence now fit neatly be-
hind the first "A" in A & A's. (Figure 1). Peter Dunn's Vinyl Museum does
give one an idea of what the exterior of 353 may have looked like.
Viewing the house on Berkeley Street is a more rewarding experience. Nicely
maintained with the exterior restored, this house probably looks much as it
did when Boyle was in residence. (Figure 2). Looking at this house a senti-
mental archaeologist could almost sense Boyle's presence. The years at Berke-
ley were his major archaeological years.

7a h1a=kf!'r AV('!l\j{-~. tIll' 1J()lJS(~ on :he rieht. Wrl~
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The home on Walker Avenue is a solid brick semi~detached house. (figure 3).
Walker is a pleasant quiet street, at its western end it stops at the playing
field of DeLa Salle College. Tflis house is also carefully maintained. Look-
ing from the street up the walkway to the front door one can imagine the con-
vocation that took place tflere 77 years ago. As Killan describes it "a row of
carriages brougflt to his door a crowd of dignitaries and faculty dressed in
their academic gowns and brightly coloured hoods. As he (David Boyle) lay on
his sick-bed, a black robe over his nigfltshirt, J. Ramsay Wright, the vice-
president of tfle University of Toronto, placed varsity's crimson hood over
Boyle's shoulders" (p. 227).
David Boyle has now been dead for 75 years. Although it is a long time since
he graced the thresholds of tflese buildings, as brick and mortar reminders of
his presence in the City of Toronto these structures have some meaning to the
arcflaeologists of Ontario. The next time you are wandering about the city
make a point of seeing tnem.
Finally, I would be interested in feedback from OAS members with thoughts con-
cerning the placing of a commemorative plaque at the Berkeley house. After
all, David Boyle lived there.

I would like to acknowledge the assistance of Irving Disenhaus, professional
Title Searcher, who spent many hours in the Land Titles Cffice pouring over
old documents for the details of proof of David Boyle's presence in Toronto.
The excellent sketches of the houses were completed by Emil Hustiu of the ROM.

Our December meeting will take place one week later than usual, on December 16
(the third, instead of the second Tuesday of the month), at 7:30 p.m., in the
Main ITDrary on Oullette. Malcolm Horne, a graduate student at Trent Univer-
sity, will speak on The Archaeology of the Huanachuco Region of Northern Peru,
where Malcolm participated in a project this past summer. I understand Malcolm
will include in his talk the inside story of the project's encounter with the
local gun~totin' banditos, so it should be interesting.

When: 13 December, 1986
Where: 723 t1anning Avenue, Toronto, Tel: 531-0761
All OAS members and their friends are welcome. Come and have a good time and
celebrate the start of the Christmas Season. Pot-luck and BYOB. Please con-
tact Jane Sacchetti or Roberta O'Brien at the above number for further inform-
ation.



1. The Pa1eopatho1ogy Association - Albuquerque, May 1986.
2. The Society for American Archaeology - New Orleans, May 1986.
l/,>.tate.me.nt6 6/tom othe./t OItgarUzatiolU aile. -<'I'tv-<.te.d... Ed. )

The Pa1eopatho1ogy Association is a multidisciplinary international organiza-
tion devoted to the study of the antiquity and evolution of disease, and its
effect on human biological variation and cultural history. The Association
is composed of physicians and other scientists in the fields of archaeology,
biological anthropology, forensic medicine, pathology, radiology, orthopedic
surgery, dentistry, infectious disease, nutrition, art history, and medical
history.
Human remains comprise a valuable means of directly evaluating the presence or
absence of specific disease processes in earlier human populations. Scientif-
ic analysis of human remains provides a variety of critical information on the
health status of early human populations: the prevalence of specific infec-
tious diseases, neoplasms, dietary deficiencies, congenital anomalies, dental
disorders, different forms of arthritis, age-related degenerative changes, ac-
cidental and intentional trauma, and therapeutic intervention. Such informa-
tion is directly applicable to related groups today, and is basic to our under-
standing of the evolution of disease, the causes and epidemiology of cancer,
the biology of skeletal growth, and humankind's accommodation and adaptation
to disease both biologically and culturally.
The study of human remains from all cultures, time periods, and regions is
vital to an understanding of human disease and adaptation. There is no discri-
mination against or bias towards any cultural or racial group. Human remains,
predominantly archaeological skeletal remains, are respectfully and scientif-
ically handled at all times, and are accessible only to serious researchers.
Proper storage is critical to ensure availability of the material for future
evaluation with new-technologies.
The Pa1eopatho1ogy Association recognizes the concerns of certain cultural
groups regarding the appropriate disposition of specific human remains ,but
only on a well-documented case by case basis. The Association joins them in
condemning the unscientific pillaging of archaeological sites by vandals or
other unauthorized persons. It also seeks to minimize the inadvertent damage
or destruction of such sites on federal and state lands produced by road con-
struction, logging, mining, and grazing.
The Association opposes any attempt to prohibit the scientific excavation and
curation of archaeological human remains. Moreover, those seeking to seize the
carefully maintained archaeological human remains and cultural artifacts in
scientific institutions are committing serious acts against the rights of all
citizens, as well as the rights of future generations.
As the Pa1eopatho1ogy Association's motto states: Mortui viventes docent --
the dead are our teachers. We treat the dead with great respect and dlgnity,



for the human remains have taught us much about human development and cultural
history. Such investigations are vital to obtain knowledge applicable to all
people and cultural groups.

2. Statement Concerning the Treatment of Human Remains

Archaeologists are committed to understanding and communicating the richness
of the cultural heritage of humanity, and they acknowledge and respect the di-
versity of beliefs about, and interests in, the past and its material remains.

It is the ethical responsibility of archaeologists "to advocate and to aid in
the conservation of archaeological data," as specified in the Bylaws of the
Society for American Archaeology. Mortuary evidence is an integral part of
the archaeological record of the past culture and behavior in that it informs
directly upon social structure and organization and, less directly, upon as-
pects of religion and ideology. Human remains, as an integral part of the
mortuary record, provide unique information about demography, diet, disease,
and genetic relationships among human groups. Research in archaeology, bio-
archaeology, biological anthropology, and medicine depends upon responsible
scholars having collections of human remains available both for replicative
research and research that addresses new questions or employs new analytical
techniques.

There is great diversity in cultural and religious values concerning the treat-
ment of human remains. Individuals and cultural groups have legitimate con-
cerns derived from cultural and religious beliefs about the treatment and dis-
position of remains of their ancestors or members that may conflict with legi-
timate scientific interests in those remains. The concerns of different cul-
tures, as presented by their designated representatives and leaders, must be
recognized and respected.

The Society for American Archaeology recognizes both scientific and traditional
interests in human remains. Human skeletal materials must at all times be
treated with dignity and respect. Commercial exploitation of ancient human re-
mains is abhorrent. Whatever their ultimate dispostion, all human remains
should receive appropriate scientific study, should be responsibly and care-
fully conserved, and should be accessible only for legitimate scientific or
educational purposes.

The Society for American Archaeology opposes universal or indiscriminate re-
burial of human remains, either from ongoing excavations or from extant collec-
tions. Conflicting claims concerning the proper treatment and disposition of
particular human remains must be resolved on a case-by-case basis through con-
sideration of the scientific importance of the material, the cultural and re-
ligious values of the interested individuals or groups, and the strength of
their relationship to the remains in question.

The scientific importance of particular human remains should be determined by
their potential to aid in present and future research, and thus depends on pro-
fessional judgments concerning the degree of their physical and contextual in-
tegrity. The weight accorded any claim made by an individual or group concern-
ing particular human remains should depend upon the strength of their demon-
strated biological or cultural affinity with the remains in question. If re-
mains can be identified as those of a known individual from whom specific bio-

Qont{nu~d on pag~ 11
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THE FEDERAL/PROVINCIAL CULTURE MINISTER'S CONFERENCE
September, 1986

Calgary, Alberta
HERITAGE STATEMENT

by

THE HONOURABLE LILY MUNRO
MINISTER OF CITIZENSHIP AND CULTURE

In the 15 months that I have served as Ontario Minister of Citizenship and Cul-
ture, I have consistently regarded heritage issues as matters of high priority.
It has been with great pride,that I have boasted many times to many audiences,
including my federal colleagues, about Ontario's excellent track record in heri-
tage conservation. I am particularly proud of the high level of public aware-
ness and concern for our province's heritage that the people of Ontario consis-
tently demonstrate.
In Ontario, Heritage Policy, as articulated in the Ontario Heritage Act, com-
prises property laws, enabling legislation, regulatory requirements and funding
authority. One reason for the success we have so far enjoyed regarding our
heritage conservation goals is the close partnership we have with municipali-
ties, the private and the voluntary sector.
Ontario's Heritage Act is 11 years old. We are now entering a new phase as we
meet the continuing challenges in an era of changing priorities and new activi-
ties. In order to do this, we must ensure that heritage policy builds upon
past successes and reflects current needs and values. Our heritage policy must
reflect the multicultural reality of today's Ontario. Our policy must acknow-
ledge the specialized dimensions and areas of new emphasis in heritage conser-
vation.
Our mechanism for achieving this is through a complete review of Ontario's heri-
tage policies, with the active participation and involvement of the heritage
community and all interested parties.
The first step in our review process will focus on the Ontario Heritage Foun-
dation, its programs, policies and priorities. The second step will be a
broad, public consultation of the range of programs and powers stemming from,
or potentially to be considered under the umbrella of The Ontario Heritage Act.
Early this winter, a major discussion paper will be released. Then, based on
the input of all concerned parties, we will be able to tailor a heritage policy
for the next decade -- a policy that will keep Ontario in the forefront of heri-
tage activity and that will be relevant for years to come.
We anticipate that the review will provide:
-a clearer definition of legislative responsibilities between the province and

municipalities
-a careful targeting of our programs and resources to meet priority needs ef-

fectively
-the inclusion of specialized heritage interests in the spectrum of priorities.



sources to be done thoroughly and completely. This is a major undertaking
which we anticipate will take at least two years to complete. I want to assure
my colleagues in each province and at the federal level that we will be happy
to share the results of our progress.
The role of the Federal Government in heritage policy is a real concern, not
only to us in Ontario, but to many sectors of the heritage community in other
provinces. It is widely a~knowledged that heritage activity is largely a pro-
vincial and municipal responsibility. The Federal Government, however, can
play an important role, both in its own jurisdiction and as a supporting player.
We are concerned at the fragmentation of heritage roles and responsibilities at
the federal level. We would welcome direction and leadership from the federal
level in defining its roles and responsibilities. It is vitally important to
the health of the heritage sector that federal services in this area are geared
to working cooperatively with the provinces. It is essential that no overlaps,
duplication of efforts or glaring omissions exist in Canada's heritage efforts.
In short, heritage activity must be based on well-coordinated, studied strate-
gies developed with all the partners involved.
I also want to take a moment to talk about new frontiers and new directions in
heritage. In the past few years, archaeology and natural heritage have come
into the forefront of heritage activities and interests. In Ontario alone,
there are more than 10,000 known archaeological sites.
Studying these sites is a tremendous opportunity to explore our past and learn
for our future. Whenever I think of the importance of knowing our past, I re-
member the words of George Santayana. He once said, "Those who cannot remember
the past are condemned to repeat it."
One of Ontario's new initiatives is the archaeology component of our Community
Facilities Improvement Program, known as CFIP. The archaeology segment of the
program has resulted in several community archaeology resource centres being
developed across the province.
Natural heritage is the other key growth area in heritage activity in Ontario.
By natural heritage, I mean the recognition of geological features and the re-
lationship they have to certain historical sites. Ontario has been a leader
in this area, and with good reason.
The protection of natural heritage makes it possible to preserve natural re-
sources for the future. It helps maintain agricultural productivity and it has
economic benefits in terms of increased tourism and recreational benefits. Any-
one who has seen the Manitou Mounds near Fort Frances, Toronto's exquisite ra-
vines, or the Niagara Escarpment can vouch for the beauty and appeal of these
sites.
Four years ago, the Ontario Heritage Foundation established a new coordinating
mechanism to identify, protect and manage natural areas in Ontario. The body
is called the Natural Heritage League, and it is led by the Chairman of the OHF.
The Natural Heritage League enjoys the participation of the vast majority of
provincial organizations involved in natural heritage. As well, my ministry
and the Ministry of Natural Resources take part in this important project.



The League has successfully pilot-tested two major initiatives which are now
being implemented on a larger scale.

The first is the land-owner contact project. This program aims to foster
long-term conservation of Ontario's natural resources by encouraging private
stewardship. Representatives of the proj~ct, funded by the League, consult
in depth with owners about the history, value and geology of their property.
This exchange of ideas instills pride of ownership in the land and makes rea-
listic protection strategies attainable for each parcel of land. About 150
owners of some 35 sites were involved in the pilot project. Also, the Natural
Heritage League has developed a voluntary stewardship program and a natural
heritage stewardship award program.

The second initiative is in the area of property taxes. My ministry, in con-
junction with the Ministries 6f Revenue and Treasury, is developing a system
of property tax relief and incentives for land-owners who want to make a com-
mitment to private stewardship of significant heritage lands. One element of
the incentives may be a new category of 'natural lands' assessments.

It is simply not feasible for the provincial government to preserve natural
heritage sites through direct acquisition. This initiative, therefore, is
another exercise in partnership. Its success will mean a far more effective
and cooperative attitude regarding natural heritage. We call the concept
'untaxing nature', and I am convinced it is an absolutely necessary step toward
achieving our long-term objectives in this ar~a.

As is evident, heritage activities in Ontario are thriving. We have a large
agenda with many challenges. I have every confidence that our combined efforts
will meet these challenges with striking success. And I am absolutely certain
that our cultural and heritage legacy depends on it.

logical descendants can be traced, the dispostion of those remains, including
possible reburial, should be determined by the closest living relatives.

The Society for American Archaeology encourages close and effective communica-
tion between scholars engaged in the study of human remains and the communi-
ties that may have biological or cultural affinities to those remains. Be-
cause vandalism and looting threaten the record of the human past, including
human remains, the protection of this record necessitates cooperation between
archaeologists and others who share that goal.

Because controversies involving the treatment of human remains cannot properly
be resolved nation-wide in a uniform way, the Society opposes any Federal leg-
islation that seeks to impose a uniform standard for determining the disposi-
tion of all human remains.

Recognizing the diversity of potential legal interests in the material record
of the human past, archaeologists have a professional responsibility to seek
to ensure that laws governing that record are consistent with the objectives,
principles, and formal statements of the Society for American Archaeology.



Another Symposium has taken place, and all the participants (150, Banquet 90)
seemed to enjoy it, and it's always a joy to meet so many friends and
acquaintances at least once a year atl this event.

The vol unteer effort, as many of you know, is prodi gious, and the efforts of
a number of people must be acknowledged.

The Hon. Lily Munro, Ontario Minister of Citizenship and Culture, took time
out of her busy schedule to dine with us and be our Banquet Speaker on Oc-
tober 25th. (The text of her presentation is published in this issue of
ARCH NOTES.) I t was a pri vil ege to en te rta in her.

We would like to thank Dr. Syd Wise and the Ontario Heritage Foundation for
the hosted bar which they provided prior to our Banquet. We would also like
to express our appreciation to Dr.Morgan Tamplin and the Ministry staff who
mounted the Sunday afternoon workshop in conjunction with the Symposium.

Our members who presented the papers on Saturday and Sunday morning must be
thanked for thei r varied and interesting topics.

Dena Doroszenko, Ella Kruse and members of the Toronto Chapter, ran the Regi-
stration Desk and Book Sales table. Hope you all managed to hear the papers
too~ We'd also like to thank the Chapter for having their slide projector
on standby.

Thank you, Tim Kenyon, for once more creating the poster/program cover for us.
As usual, a very stylish design, adding distinction to the day.

Last, but by no means least, Charles Garrad, thank you for doing all the dog
work for the event: preregistration, name tags, tickets, programs, abstract
pamphlets, and all the bits we didn't see~

If members have any suggestions concerning the organization of this or future
Symposia, please let any member of the Executive Committee know, or send them
(or phone) Chris Kirby, Symposium Organizer, 1225 Avenue Road, Toronto M5N 2G5
(416-484-9358) .

Inc1 uded in this issue of ARCH NOTES are a few of the papers from the Sympos-
i urn.

Next year's Symposium - "Rivers Through Time" - hosted by the Ottawa Chapter,
in Ottawa, is scheduled for October 23,24,25,1987.



THE ONTARIO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY'S ROLE IN PROTECTINq,
PRO~OnNq AND RECOVERING ONTARIO'S HERITAGE RESOURCES

by
Dr. Do~~ld A. Brown

Pr~sid~nt, Ontario Archa~ological Soci~ty
Paper presellted at the ThirteerltflAnllual Symposium of the Ontario Archaeologi-
cal Society - "Ontario P.rchaeology & the PlalllltngProcess", October 25/26,1986,
Toronto, Ontario.
O~tario is presently witnessing an upsurge in both urban and rural development.
The recession of the late 1970's and the early 1980's is passing. With it has
gone our period of grace, a time durirlg which archaeologists were given the oc-
Casion to prepare themseleves for the spurt in growth which inevi tably must
follow. The papers of this morning a~d this afternoon indicate the directions
which have evolved during the past five years.
How well have we advanced, however, in advising the general population of our
concerns? Judging by a sample of articles in various newspapers we have made
only a small dent:
H~ta Pox'!.> Antique. Cotwnn bt the. TO!l.on.-toStM Nov. 9, 1985 ducJU.be.d the. p.ught
on Mtinact c.oUe.ctoM. AppMenfty Ne.w60undland di-veM nound !.>OrneBa.6que pot-
te.lLy and they welLe a.!.>lUng601Ladvie-e about having thue Mti6ae-t6 app!l.a1.6ed
and bltOught to the a.tte.ntion 06 pJz1va.:te c.oUectoM. They welLe a.61ta.1dtha.:t the
plLovbtUat goveltnmen.-t e-outd take thue item!.> and not e-ompen!.>a.te.them a.:t antique
vatue, a.!.>bt the e-a.!.>e06 a 1Le.e-ovelLe.d1628 a.!.>tItotabe, 60!l.whie-h the 61ndelL Wa.!.>
lLe1mbUMed $500 onty.

HelL lLupon!.>e Wa.!.>: " ... pelthap!.>the Ne.w60undtand di-veM and !.>hipwlteck eWlU!.>i-
a.!.>t6!.>houtd get togethelt and tae-kle the gove.ltnmen.-t thJWugh the. e-oU1tt6 to !.>e.e.i6
the.y e-outd pOMibt~ W-i.nmolLe.6avolta.bte. MnanuM e-ompe.n!.>ationhaving !.>Orne1LUa.-
tion to e-Ultlten.-t mevz.ket pJz1e-u. HOWe.Ve.IL,the. taw 11.>the. taw. You lLea.tty do
have. to obey it. 16 the. di-veM you ILe.plte.!.>e.n.-tMe. unhappy about the e-uMent
!.>ituation then the.y 1Le.a.Uy!.>houtd tlty to e-hange it. "

In liay 27, 1986 an Mtide. in the. TO!l.onto Sta.It ducJU.be.d the. 61ndi-ng 06 a box
06 "mU!.>ket6" by woltkmen e.xQa.vating along :the. TOlLon.-toE!.>ptanade, in a tand-
61Ued Mea 06 the. TO!l.on.-toHa.ltboUlt. Ae-e-O!l.di-ngto the Mtide, an antique.
deatelt, who had paid woltkmen molLe.than $1,000 in one week 601L"otd Botilu"
6JWmthe !.>ite., totd the woltkmen the. gUn!.>welLe. too lLU!.>tyto be woltth mue-h, !.>O
they took them home a.!.>!.>ouveniM.

On Fe.bILUaJt~ 3, 1986 The Sta.It lta.n a hat6 page photo Mtide on a deatelL a.:t TolL-
on.-to HMboUlt61tOn.-tAnflque MMket. One e-aption 601Lth1!.> 6lLe.e adveltti!.>emen.-t
!.>ta.:te.d"(the deateltl ... pUltC-hMe.d O!l.dug up the pottelLy and !.>tone.wMe he. 11.>
di-!.>pta~btg at Exptolta.tion!.> wfULe .uving in Co!.>taR1e-a. MuC-h 06 it Wa.!.>a.tta.1n-
ed dU!L1ngthe e-ommomptae-e.week.end glta.ve",di-gging expedition!.>".

At a !l.ee-ent a.nti~ue. na.1lt noltth On ToltOnto, one 06 oUlt membeM W-i.tnu!.>ed ano-
thelt me.mbelt !.>eLUng hi!.> e-oUee-tion, whie-h had been ae-wmutate.d thltough eXQa.va-
tion!.> and!.>Ultve.~!.>pJz10lLto 1974.

In Septembelt the KUC-henelt-('Ja.te.lttoo Ree-olLd, in a e-otumn pltOvided to non-plt06it



0ltEcuUza.ti0YL6, !Um the ooUow.Utg 601t:the G!WJ'ld V(tliey TJu:U.tq M-60 ua.tl..on ;

"Hell,{;tage TIl.aM'- - GtenmoMM I 1~J /2 fun 0 veIL hil..e.y teMaA..n oveltto 0 lUng :the
G!WJ'ld ruveIL; C/LO-6-6e-6 11M :tolli.c ba.:ttie o,{.e.fd whe.lle Neu:tlta.£. IncU.a.YL6welle de 6ea.:ted
Md -6ub.6equen:t.e.y w.tped out by :the S,{.x Na.UoYL6. Come .6eMch oOlt Mtioac:t-6.
Meet a.:tmw ga.:te, P,{.nehUMt COYL6ellva.Uon Mea."

Recen:t.e.y ,{.n KUchenell PIlem-i..e!l.PeteM 01'1 made :the comment, !l.ecOltded,{.n the MMch
27 IGttchenell"Wa.:telttoo RecOltd, "I6 :the!l.e mU.6t be a choice between ~ng an
MchLieolog-ut 0It a.noihell engmeelL, we w.tU h,{.lle :the eng,{.neell".

At :the beg,{.nn,{.ng 00 th-i..6 yeM the FedeMt GoveMment a.nd :the Nationa..f MU.6eum
made the dewion to Uo-6e the ZooMchaeo.fog,{.ca..f I dentiMca.tl..on Cel1:t!l.e ,{.n Ot-
tawa, M a CO.6t eoMuency meMUIle. FWt-thell !le-6:t!l.a,{.n:t-6:to the A!l.chaeotogy
SUIlvey 06 Canada Me expected.

A~ these examples clearly demonstrate, we must continue to promote and encour-
age the protection of archaeological resources at all levels, from the general
public to the federal and provincial governments. As described in Article II
of our constitution, the aims of the OAS, our reason for existing as a Society
a,re:

1. To bring together individuals interested in the practice, promotion and ad-
vancement of archaeology, particularly in the Province of Ontario.

2. To encourage and assist every effort, both individual and collective, which
may tend to foster, elevate and advance archaeology in the fields of learn-
ing and cuI ture, and to develop new sources of progress whenever and where-
ver possible.

3. To seek proper means to discourage illegal investigation and excavatioll.
4. To facilitate exchange of ideas, co-operation and social intercourse among

those interested in archaeology and to foster friendship amol'lg members of
similar societies and this one, and so promote a better understanding of
its objecti ves.

6. To stimulate the interest of the general public in archaeology.

Following these aims. the Society has responded strongly against all of the
above articles and situations. All of the letters sent to the editors by the
Executive have been published, as have a number of letters written by individ-
ual members. The tlational Museum responded to the numerous letters of support
for the Zooarchaeological Centre, and it is being continued.

The Ontario Historical Society and the OAS have been actively promoting changes
to the Ontario Heritage Act, and have brought together numerous other Heri tage
groups in an effort to hol d a symposi um on the issue. This heritage commit-
tee's last meeting on t'ay 15 was addressed by Mr. Carl Thorpe, /'anager, Heri-
tage Programmes, /1.C.C. At that time he told us in detail of the plans and
time framework for changes to the Ontario Heri tage Act. Since then we have
been writing recommendations concerning the Ontario Heritage Foundation, and
in the future we will be writing comments on the Act itself.

The OAS has a role to play in promoting archaeology in the province, and we
must not lose the momentum which has been building. The fact that we have been
able to draw together today so many key people involved with archaeology policy
and planning in the province demonstrates the importance of the GAS as an ad-



yocacy orgi\nization. To .hi.ghlight our symposium, the Minister of Citizenship
and Culture, the H.onourable Li,ly /,'unro, will ti\ke the time out of her busy
schedule to address us personi\lly and to meet with us on an informal basis.

At present, it has been the provtncii\l Executiye which has taken on much of
the onerous and sometimes thankless task of promoting archaeology through the
media and through letter campaigns. Individual members have done their part as
well, by being prepared to talk to the media about their projects. Each of
these articles or photos helps the cause of promoting archaeology.

Now it is time that the OAS coordtnate its efforts and advocate archaeology on
an even larger scale. To this end we encourage the chapters to promote more
vigorously the public interest in archaeology. The chapters are most sensitive
to the problems and needs of their immediate regions, and to them must fall
the heavy burden of local coordination.

As we will hear on Sunday afternoon, many organizations are introducing stud-
ents and adults to excavation techniques and cultural interpretations. Unless
these thousands of people become professional archaeologists, there is no out-
let for them to physically continue this interest. The Chapters can fill the
niche of further education and training of those who respond to the recent
campaign which has encouraged public interest in archaeology. The Chapters,
with their lecture series, workshops and fiel d projects, are very suitable for
tapping and focussing the enthusiasm of these "students".

The Chapters can also maintain their own "Reach-out" programmes by having mem-
bers address schools, clubs, societies and the media. These programmes should
be consistent in their quality and in the information disseminated. Lists of
potential speakers from within a Chapter should be maintained and should be
exchanged with other chapters. Slide banks for lectures could be established.
Chapter advocacy committees, which should be prepared to interact with the
press, should be advised concerning the most effective ways of writing editor-
ials--for brevity, clarity, and tempered emotions are essential. Likewise,
care must be taken that comments by members are not slanderous., Society mem-
bers must pool their experiences in order to establish guidelines and frame-
works from which the Society can best communicate its interests.

Training programmes can also produce a body of highly skilled volunteers and
potential seasonal or temporary paid employees for archaeology consulting firms.
With the creation of Regional Archaeologists employed by municipalities, far
more endangered sites will be found. Consulting firms may provide the exper-
tise in directing site excavations or surveys, organizing logistics, and wri-
ting the final report. However, unless the present laws change the greatest
stumbling block will continue to be finances. In the future the OAS could sup-
ply part of the labour pool for these numerous short-term projects, thereby
reducing costs and facilitating the ever-present problem of finding trained
personnel in all parts of the province at all times of the year.

The skills of the volunteer archaeologists have been showPl on innumerable oc-
casions, and particularly as demonstrated by the Archaeology Conservation Of-
ficer programme establi,sh.ed by /1CC for parts of the proviPlce.

The Society should encourage its skilled and motivated members to be active
participants in the identification and preservation of our below-ground re-
sources. The Chapters are made up of professional and amateur archaeologists



who, if encouraged, could di rect and cO-.ordinate the efforts of the yol unteers
in their respective areas, At one ti.me uniyersity Anthropology Departments
filled this role of regional co~ordinators. On occasion chapters or MCC Re-
gional Archaeologists have acted as co-ordinators. It is time that the GAS
esta!ilished pol icies concerni'ng their commi tments toward the archaeology of
their areas, and the OAS should be in a position to assist other archaeologists
who work in their areas.

The Society as a whole Ci .e. the provincial body of the GAS) could act as a
co-ordinator for the various regional endeavors. To accomplish this, the pro-
vincial umbrella body should have guidelines and should have advisors able to
make suggestions or recommendations to the regions. The immediate details of
specific problems (whether they be media, promotion and advocacy, education
and training, or mitigationl should be handled by the members in a region. The
chapters frequently have the logistical framework which would expedite solu-
tions to archaeological problems. The provincial body would offer the weight
of the Society either to propose solutions (based on accumulated experience) or
to offer the clearly stated position of the members as a whole li .e. GAS policy
guidelines).

The strength of the Society lies in its numbers and in its autonomy. The aims
of a company, developer, government agency or ministry might not be synonomous
with the aims of the Society. The possibility for ulterior motives working
to manipulate or misrepresent the archaeology community is always a factor.
The common concerns of all Society members - professional, amateur or dilettante
-should be the overridingfactor for GAS decisions. Within our membership of
over 700 we have an accumulation of talent which should be able to offer the
best recommendations concerning archaeological problems. Unlike government,or
museum or university staff, the OAS represents a wide range of individuals who
have no direct ties to overriding authorities. In short, our members (who in-
clude government, museum and university staff) can contribute comments ,opinions
and ideas under the blanket concerns of the archaeology community. The key to
the Society's success will be its ability to tap these human resources, and to
focus them on specific goals. t10re effective political lobbying, carefully or-
ganized campaigns using the media, and greater inter-regional communication
should be priorities of the Society. We must make our voices heard and our
presence fe 1t.

We must encourage all levels and agencies of government to demonstrate their
commitment to protecting and promoting our archaeological heritage. If these
resources cannot be preserved, then they must be recovered using all of the
skills and techniques at our disposal. Ultimately, the results of our work
must be published both for the advancement of scholarship and the information
of the general public.

We must let our voices be heard by the pUblic so that they understand our posi-
tions, for we must have their support. We must educate those who wish to phy-
sically change Ontario, that they must be sensitive to our non-renewable his-
torical resources and that they must be responsible for their actions. Effec-
tive laws must be enforced against those unwilling to accept these responsibil-
ities. The CAS should be a leader in laying the groundwork for these laws.

In conclusion, the CAS is but one voice trying to protect our heritage. There
are many other interest groups which are also trying to be heard. As a unified



body witn formalized policies and goa~s we must ma~e our- voice ~eard above the
rest, Without demonstrating our comm1tment, and w~tnout prom?tlng ?ur concerns
and our achievements, arcnaeology may be declared l:relevant ln ~ tlm: of mod-
ernization. We must support tne arcnaeology communlty and work ln unlson for
the protection of our ouried history and, thereby. enable ourselves and others
to learn more aoout Ontarto's untapped historical resources in the future.

8:00 p.m., Meeting Room A, Oakham House, 63 Gould Street at Church (Ryerson
Poly technical Institute), Toronto
Illustrated lecture by Professor David W. Rupp (Classics Department, Brock
University) on The Jordan Pottery Site (probably 1836-41).
Saturday, 7 February 1987:
10:00 a.m., Music Room at The Grange, 317 Dundas Street West
Illustrated talk by Dr. Katharine A. Lochnan~(Curator of Prints and Drawings,
the Art Gallery of Ontario) on Victorian Tiles in Toronto, to be given in the
Music Room of the restored Grange (ca. 1820).
Following Dr. Lochnan's talk, we will look at the fireplace in the Grange Li-
brary, decorated by 22 Shakespeare tiles from Minton's (1873-74); then pro-
ceed to Osgoode Hall (corner Queen/Uni versity Avenue) for a tour of the bui ld-
ing (begun 1829 for the Law Society of Upper Canada). The focus here will be
on the large expanses of encaustic fioor tiles from Maw and Company's Benthall
Works at Broseley, Shropshire (now a part of the Ironbridge Gorge Museum).
Spring Tour 1987: Dundas and Area
Saturday, 2 May 1987: 10:00 a.m. at the Dundas Historical Museum, 139 Park
Street West, Dundas.
The tour will begin with an illustrated talk by Olive Newcombe (Curator) on
the industrial heritage of Dundas. This will be followed by a brief walk-
about, then lunch at members' own expense--possibly in one of the surviving
Victorian hotels, such as the Elgin (1837), Merchants' Exchange (ca. 1847) or
Coll ins.
Some surviving buildings, and remains of others, from the heyday of Dundas
(1830-50 when the town was famed for its textile and foundry works) will be
viewed, including: Dundas Forge Building (1846); the Grafton Block (some
from the 1850s); Darnley Cotton Mill. We'll also look at water and rail trans-
portation, which respectively helped first to build, then reduce, the town's
prosperity: the Desjardins Canal (1829-32), the Great Western Railway (1853),
and the Hamilton and Dundas Street Railway (1882).
Enquiries: O.S.I.A., 900 Woodward Avenue, Hamilton, Ontario L8H 7N2, (416)
549-5225.



VOLUNTEER SUB.DI:VISIONREVIEW AND mE PLANNING ACT
Wi] Ham A. Fox

Paper presented at the Thirteenth Annual Symposium of the Ontario Archaeologi-
cal Society _ ·Ontario Archaeology & the Planning Process", October 26,1986,
Toronto, Ontario.
When the Revised Planning Act came into effect in 1983, the provincial govern-
ment archaeology unit had been involved in development review for over a de-
cade. The former Historical Planning and Research Branch of the Ministry of
Culture and Recreation by a July, 1978 letter of agreement with the Ministry
of Housing, became involved formally in official plan and secondary plan re-
views relating to townships, towns and cities. Various members of the Minis-
try's Archaeological Conservation Program have participated informally in moni-
toring construction development in their local area since 1977. However, it
was not until a May, 1979 meeting with staff from the Regional Municipality of
Kitchener,Waterloo Planning Department that A.C.P. volunteers became recognized
participants in development review. In a June 1979 letter, Jack Redmond was
identified formally as a source 9f archaeological information for development
planning.
The Ministry's London archaeology office began a program of regular subdivision
development review in March 1982 through a letter of agreement with the Plan-
ning Department of the Regional Municipality of Kitchener-Waterloo. Shortly
thereafter, review of London area subdivisions was arranged through an inform-
al agreement with the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing and our Minis-
try's Agency Liason and Project Planning Section. Subdivision draft plan re-
view was initiated in the Regional Municipality of Niagara through contact
with the Township of Wainfleet in May 1983 and was followed by the establish-
ment of official reviewer status with the regional Planning Department in June
1983.
All of the foregoing subdivision review had been established prior to the en-
actment of the Revised Planning Act in late 1983. This was made possible
through the enlightened heritage conservation support provided by staff of the
respective planning departments. Subsequently, the Toronto archaeology office
commenced review activity in the Halton and York regions, the Thunder Bay of-
fice in the Thunder Bay vicinity and London began subdivision reviews for the
Regional Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth in May of 1985.
Just what does the Revised Planning Act stipulate? First, in Part I, Section
2(b) it states that the protection of features of archaeological significance
is a matter of provincial interest, which the ~'inister of Municipal Affairs
will have regard to in carrying out his responsibilities under the Act. Sec-
ond, Section 50 which addresses subdivision plans, states that such plans must
show to scale the natural and artificial features within or adjacent to the
land proposed to be subdivided and that the approving authority shall have re-
gard to archaeological matters as described in Section 2(b).
How, in fact, is this accomplished? In response to the aforementioned agree-
ments, municipalities circulate draft plans of subdivision for review. A var-
iety of factors; including topography, soils data, archaeological and histori-
cal information, and previous development disturbance of the subject lands are



considered in arriving at a measure of archaeological potential - low, moder-
ate or high. Obviously, several of th.ese factors cannot be determined accur-
ately using documentary evidence, and equally obviously, the credibility of
archaeological development review would plummet if archaeological assessments
were required for properties that were, for example, rehabilitated former sand
and gravel pits. Thi s situati on then requ'ires on-s ite fie1d checks. Presen-
ted with a draft plan for review, the Ministry requires an archaeological as-
sessment of those properties displaying moderate to high potential. The stan-
dard wording of draft plan archaeological conditions is:

That prior to any development taking place the owner shall carry out an
archaeological survey and rescue excavation of any significant archaeo-
logical remains found on the site, to the satisfaction of the Archaeo-
logy Unit of the Ministry of Citizenship and Culture.
That prior to the signing of the final plan, the Region is to be advised
by the Ministry of Citizenship and Culture that this condition has been
carried out to their satisfaction.

Such conditions are reviewed by' council and then presented to the developer,
along with numerous other conditions of an engineering and public health na-
ture. Prior to final approval of a subdivision plan, all such conditions must
be satisfied.
The developer or their major consultant subsequently retain an archaeological
consultant to undertake an assessment survey of their property. A copy of the
consultant's report is forwarded to the regio'hal archaeology office for review.
If no archaeological resources of significance have been located, then a let-
ter of condition clearance is sent to the regional municipality; however, if

.a site or sites of significance are documented and cannot be avoided by the
proposed development, then mitigation (usually salvage excavation) is required.
Once such mitigation is completed, a letter of condition clearance can be sent.
This, of course, is the straight line scenario and complications can occur due
to the character of the construction industry.
The Ministry now has one staff archaeologist and two part-time development re-
view officers in Southern Ontario. Subdivision plans for review, not to men-
tion other types of planning documents, presently number in the hundreds on a
yearly basis and we have yet to establish a review function over most of the
province. Obviously, our staff are not able to conduct all the necessary
field checks and, with this in mind, a more formal system of development re-
view was introduced to the Archaeological Conservation Program in early 1985.
Information concerning soils, drainage, ground cover and standing crop condi-
tions, plus previous development soil disturbance is provided on a development
review report form. Also during their brief visit to proposed subdivision pro-
perties, volunteers such as Stu Leslie and George Gee or Jim and Sue Pengelly
note any obvious surface evidence of earlier occupations. These data then con-
stitute one basis of the Ministry's review response to the municipality.
The contribution that these dedicated volunteers make to the conservation of
Ontario's archaeological resources cannot be over-estimated. They form an in-
tegral link in municipal and provincial development planning processes.



is printed here in an effort to solicit volunteers for tne Ministry of Citizen-
ship and Culture. Arcnaeo logy Unit development review program. Those interes-
ted in participating are encouraged to contact the writer at: 2nd Floor. 77
Bloor Street West, Toronto, Ontario ~7A 2R9 (A161965-4490.
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52nd Annual Meeting
Royal York Hotel

6-10 May, 1987
VOLUNTEERS NEEDED

The Society for American Archaeology wi 11 behol ding their 52nd annual meet-
ing in Toronto, at the Royal York Hotel, May 6 - 10, 1987. VOLUNTEERS ARE
NEEDED to offer one half day each day of the meetings with a minimum of 20
~rvice during the meetings doing such things as manning registration
and pre-registration desks, acting as room monitors, and other similar assign-
ments. In return for service, you receive, registration at the meetings,
some meal chits, and membership in the SAA for one year (Yes~ this includes
American Antiquity):" If you are interested in volunteering you should write
to the Society for American Archaeology offices at:

1511 K Street NW
Washington D.C.
20005

Be certain to state that you are interested in volunteering for the meetings.
The Washington office will keep track of your statistics for membership and
assign volunteer duties at a meeting to be arranged in Toronto.
If you have any questions, contact:

Dr. Mima Kapches
Local Arrangements, SAA 1987
Royal Ontario Museum
(416) 586-5727



NATIVE ARCHAEOLOGY AT THE
ONEIDA OF THE THAMES SETTLEMENT

by

Robert G. M9yer
Mayer, Pihl, Poulton and Associates Incorporated

and
A. Paul Antone

Oneida of the Thames Band

Paper presented at the Thirteenth Annual Symposium of the Ontario Archaeologi-
cal Society - "Ontario Archaeology & the Planning Process", October 25, 1985,
Toronto, Ontario.

Archaeology, as an academic research discipline, has generated a great deal of
suspicion, controversy and, at times, open hostility between its practitioners
and Native communities throughout Ontario, North America and even the world.
Any number of reasons and combinations thereof can be hypothesized for this
situation arising but, as is the case with most conflicts, the foremost cause
probably is a lack of communication between the various parties involved. The
archaeological work at the Oneida of the Thames settlement addressed this prob-
lem by establishing the relevance of archaeological information to contemporary
Oneida socio-economic issues and community p~nning processes.

William A. Fox (1985) has provided an historical sketch of Native involvement
in public archaeological programs throughout Ontario and in the development of
reference sources for Native Studies curriculum material. Native students are
regularly employed on many archaeological projects but few have progressed be-
yond the field worker level in the past. However, there is a definite trend
today for Native individuals, students, cultural groups, planning committees
and band councils to not only support and positively sanction archaeological
projects but to also take an active role in the decision making process as well
as the organization and the administration of self-directed programs.

Examples of these long overdue phenomena include not only the current Oneida
project but also: the two-year test excavation of the Spang site by members
of the Lorettevi11e Reserve (Mayer 1979); the planning, surveying and program-
ming of the Manitou Burial Mounds Project administered by the Manitou Rapids
Reserve (Rajnovich 1985); the preparation of an archaeological site inventory
by the Walpole Island Reserve (Jacobs 1985); the investigations at Mohawk Vil-
lage initiated by the Six Nations Reserve (Kenyon and Ferris 1984); the re-
cording of pictographs, graveyards and archaeological sites by the Ojibwa on
Bear Island (Conway 1984a and 1984b); and the village reconstruction of the
Tawiscaron Project near Fort Erie (Williamson 1985) among others.

These projects are not merely "research for research sake" oriented. They are
specifically structured towards creating end products that have practical ap-
plications by Native people. While Native concerns have been seldom regarded
in the past as having a direct positive benefit to traditional archaeological
research requiring purely philosophical approaches, they now provide new ave-
nues from which major federal, provincial and regional funding is available to
commission facility development projects and to recruit consultants. If you,



as professional archaeologists, hope to utilize this funding for your research
interests, you must first satisfy the needs of the Native people.

In 1985 & 1986, the London Chapter of the Ontario Archaeological Society with
the full support of the Oneida of the Thames Band Council developed a fund
raising and research strategy in order to survey the archaeological resources
of the community. Funding to hire three students each summer was obtained
from the Challenge '85 & '86 Ontario/Canada Summer Employment Experience De-
velopment Programs (S.E.E.D.).
The objectives of both projects were:
1. to establish an inventory of 19th century archaeological domestic occupa-

tion sites;
2. to accumulate information indicating the locations of unmarked pioneer

family burials or cemetaries; and
3. to research how these heritage resources might be best utilized to cele-

brate the Oneida Settlement:s 150th anniversary in 1990.
These initial objectives were accomplished and the project clearly demonstra-
ted that there are significant archaeological heritage resources that could be
incorporated into a multi-year and multi-disciplinary program involving arch-
aeological, historical and archival research.

Descriptions of Oneida tribal development from early prehistoric periods to
present day circumstances abound in historical and archaeological literature
(Morgan 1851; Hammond 1872; Beauchamp 1900, 1905, & 1918; Parker 1922; Fenton
1940; Griffin 1944, 1946 & 1976; Richards 1974; Campisi 1978; Foster, Campisi
& Mithun 1984; and Antone 1984 to name but a few). MacNeish (1952 & 1972) pro-
posed an in situ theory of Iroquoian development and suggested that undifferen-
tiated Onondaga-Oneida developed from an Owasco territorial base. This base
consisted of St. Lawrence Iroquois people who had abandoned their prehistoric
homeland in northern New York State, southeastern Ontario,southwestern Quebec
and portions of New England after their military encounters in A.D. 1534 and
1541 with the French explorer, Jacques Cartier.
Linguistic data from Lounsbury (1949) combined with archaeological evidence
from Ritchie (1952) relates a common Onondaga-Oneida-Mohawk substratum to an
early separation from this parental stock. Pratt (1976:148) concludes that
the in situ theory "had been nicely demonstrated for Mohawk (Ritchie 1952; &
Leni~, for Onondaga (Tuck 1971), for Ontario Iroquois (Wright 1966 &
1972) for the Oakfield Phase of Western New York (Ritchie 1969)" and that it
"may also be extended to the Oneida".
Along with the Mohawk, Onondaga, Cayuga and Seneca, the Oneida are one of the
original tribes of the Iroquois Confederacy which was formed around A.D. 1450
in order to prevent continual warfare with each other and to also provide mu-
tual defence. The Tuscarora became the sixth tribe when it joined the Confed-
eracy in A.D. 1722.



alternatively as "people of the stone set up". The tribe is organized into
three clans: Turtle, Wolf and Bear. At the Oneida of the Thames settlement,
these three clans are each subdivided into three groups differentiated by the
size or species of the eponymous animal (Goldenweiser 1968:568). Clan member-
ship is derived from an individual's mother. It is forbidden to marry within
one's own clan. Women are traditionally held in a position of great respect
within the tribe and nominate the chiefs of their clan. These chiefs repre-
sented their clan in village council meetings and at the Great Council of the
Confederacy.
During the seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, the historic home-
land of the Oneida people centered around Oneida Creek and Oneida Lake in Madi-
son County, New York State. In addition, they controlled the Wood Creek and
the Upper Mohawk River valleys. Their hunting territory extended north of
this region to the St. Lawrence River and south to the Susquehanna River (Cam-
pisi 1978:481).
The Oneida were involved in the fur trade and were receiving European goods
from Dutch traders by A.D. 1635. They were soon embroiled along with other
Iroquois Confederacy tribes in wars for control of the fur trade access routes
against the French, Huron, Neutral, Erie and Susquehanna. By the mid-seven-
teenth century, their Native opponents were completely defeated and many cap-
tives were absorbed into the victorious tribes. In taking possession of lands
vacated by their former enemies, the Iroquois Confederacy gained a strategic
position in the continuing French and Iroquoian wars and later in the American
Revo 1ut ion.
Some Oneida joined the American colonial forces during this conflict and fought
valiantly against the British. They also participated in a campaign designed
to eliminate the military potential of their former allies - the Onondaga, Cay-
uga and Seneca who had developed pro-British tendencies. During this same per-
iod, the Oneida drew upon their own meager resources in order to provision Gen-
eral George Washington's army (Campisi 1978:483 and Antone 1984:6).
The Oneida paid a high price for their loyalty to the American colonial cause.
The people were scattered in disarray from Niagara to Schenectady and were
living in great impoverishment. The British forces had burnt their villages,
destroyed their agricultural fields and cut down their orchards. Internal fac-
tionalism between rival parties divided the people in an intense fight for pol-
itical control. In the early 1800's, the Oneida people were further divided
into different religious groups.

The Oneida of the Thames pioneer settlement of Federal Indian Reserve No. 41
began in A.D. 1840. Ricciardelli (1963:3) indicates that "pressures from land
companies and difficulties with neighboring white were involved in the decision
to pull up the ancient and deep roots in New York and move to Canada." Accord-
ing to Oneida oral tradition, the people had been given an ultimatum to "sell
their land and get out or suffer untold consequences" (Antone 1984:12). Under
the leadership of Chief Moses Schuyler and Willian Taylor Doxstator, 5,500
acres of land were purchased with the money the Oneida received from selling
their land in New York.



chased their land as opposed to other Native groups that have retained a small
portion of their aboriginal tribal domain or have had their land ceded to them
by the British Crown or the Canadian Federal Government. The first immigrants
decided that an individual could claim the use of all the land he could clear
and had the right to sell, transfer or will the property to others within the
tribe who had contributed to the purchase of the land or to their descendants
(Campisi 1978:487). Each individual man, woman and child paid $41.00 towards
a share in the purchase price. Payment entitled the individual to settle in
the community and to claim land there. This payment became doubly significant
because it also granted the individual and his descendents a right to band mem-
bership (Ricciardelli 1963:4).

Prior to selling their lands in New York, the Oneida requested assurance from
the British Crown that they "would be protected and treated in every respect
as their brethren who had always resided within the precincts of the province."
Once this assurance was received and the Thames River tract was purchased, the
Oneida also "expressed a wish that their tenure to these lands should be pre-
cisely the same as that held by the resident Tribes and be exempt from the tax-
ation to which the white inhabitants of the County were liable by law" (Jarvis
1850) .

It is reported that within five years of their arrival, the Oneida settlers had
constructed six frame houses, forty-eight log houses and four wigwams, with a
total of 335 acres under cultivation (Johnston 1969:6). Religious practices
influenced the original community settlement pattern. Instead of the village
cluster of houses or the nuclear-family cabins as were the prehistoric and his-
toric patterns respectively in New York State, an elongated linear pattern
called a "line village" was established with houses facing the roads in three
distinctly separate areas.

The River Settlement area became Methodist because its practitioners were the
first to claim the land there. The Upper Settlement area above the terraces
was claimed next by the Episcopalians. The Bush Settlement area contained Me-
thodist, Anglican and those not practicing any particular religion (Antone
1984:15). Around 1904, a revival of the Hodensaunee religion was established
based on the Code of Handsome Lake. This religion "appealed to a segment of
Oneida society who believed that cultural traditions were being forsaken in
favor of white practices" (Antone 1984:24).

Today, the approximately 1,400 residents of the Oneida of the Thames community
are governed by an elective council system that was first instituted in 1934.
This system is composed of one chief and twelve councillors. Committees are
appointed by band council in order to administer many of the programs funded
by the Department of Indian Affairs.

The archaeological survey focused upon lands adjacent to the Thames River and
along the abandoned "old Oneida Road" in order to concentrate efforts on lo-
cating early Oneida pioneer settlement homesteads. Signed release forms grant-
ing permission to access properties were obtained from the private landowners
of 75 separate fields. Standard archaeological field techniques and recording



practices were utilized. Cultivated fields were walked at a five metre inter-
val while grassy pastures and woodlots were test-pitted by shovel at a ten
metre interval.
Archival research was conducted using the facilities at The University of Wes-
tern Ontario, the London Public Library, the Woodland Indian Cultural and Edu-
cation Centre in Brantford, the Walpole Island Indian Research Centre near Wal-
laceburg, the Ontario Archives and the Ministry of Citizenship and Culture.
Nineteenth century Oneida settlement census records listing property owners,
occupations and number of buildings by lot and concession were compiled to as-
sist with the identification and interpretation of each site found. Birth,
marriage and death records were also compiled in order to develop an understand-
ing of the shifting settlement pattern within the community.

Fifty fields totalling approximately 250 ha. (620 acres) or eleven (11) percent
of the Oneida settlement were surveyed. Forty sites (circa 1840 to 1900) were
registered and six findspots were located. Most sites also contained prehistor-
ic cultural materials dating from the Middle to Late Woodland Period (circa A.D.
500 to 1550). All of the historic sites were interpreted as representing domes-
tic residences, outbuildings (i.e. barns, sheds, etc.) or associated refuse de-
posits belonging to the original Oneida homesteaders.
Two historic sites are deemed especially significant because of the quality and
quantity of artifacts recovered. Their excavation will contribute a great deal
of information about the pioneer settlement and greatly facilitate the construc-
tion of an Oneida community display facility. The artifacts that have already
been recovered include:
-chipped lithic bifaces & projectile points;
-clay pottery sherds;
-white earthenware ceramics;
-clay smoking pipes;
-medicine and ink bottles;
-bone and shell buttons;
-coins; and
-silver items possibly produced by John Brown, an Oneida of the Thames silver-

smith during the 1870's.

In February 1986, the Oneida of the Thames Socio-Economic Development Department
received funds for the Oneida Historical and Archaeological Research Team
(O.H.A.R.T.) - a one year historical and archival training and research program.
Community reaction to the archaeological fieldwork and to the research project
is positive. Both summer survey crews and the o.H.A.R.T. workers interviewed
many elders regarding oral histories and family settlement areas. Some of the
sites registered were located as a result of these discussions. Other communi-
ty members have also expressed their concerns about preserving their family's
ancestral homestead site. In some cases, family names could be assigned to
sites based on verifiable information received.
The London Chapter of the Ontario Archaeological Society in conjunction with
the Archaeology Unit, Heritage Branch, of the Ministry of Citizenship and Cul-



ture, Southwest Region staff are generously providing their facilities and al-
so their expertise to train the O.H.A.R.T. workers in how to develop historical
research skills and where to find the government records dealing with the ad-
ministration of the Oneida settlement's early years. This valuable demographic
and cultural information that is now being collected will be collated into an
indexed manuscript that will be reproduced in a limited quantity for distribu-
tion and use by the community school, by the community residents and by the
Socio-Economic Development Department for short and long range planning.
An interesting spin-off program from all this research is a geneaological stu-
dies course that has just recently been introduced into the school curriculum.
Students in Grades Five and Six are tracing their family trees back to the or-
iginal settlers of the Oneida Reserve. One hour of instruction is spent in the
classroom each week in addition to the work performed at home with parents and
other family members. This introductory program has received quite a bit of
positive response from the teachers, the students and their parents. An expan-
ded program is currently being planned for the spring term that will instruct
the students in proper archaeological field techniques in order to promote a-
wareness of and appreciation for -their own heritage resources.

A multi-year and multi-disciplinary research project that will continue the sur-
vey for and excavation of specific sites is now awaiting approval of the grant
funding. One of the end products will be a community display facility with the
pioneer settlement of the Oneida community as a major theme. Again, the educa-
tional potential of the archaeological resources as a valuable teaching tool is
paramount.
With the upcoming sesquicentennial celebrations in 1990, it is planned to con-
struct a cultural resource centre in order to provide permanent display and
storage space for all the artifacts and data generated by the archaeological
project. Without a doubt, the opening of this facility will surely be the high-
light of the scheduled year-long activities for the residents of Oneida and the
surrounding communities.
The excavations of a residential, a commercial and an industrial site are con-
templated as being necessary in order to reconstruct an accurate picture of On-
eida pioneer life during the mid-to-late nineteenth century. The survey will
continue and a higher emphasis will be placed on locating small family burial
plots as well as delineating the unmarked cemetary of the former Central Metho-
dist Church grounds. The continual monitoring of known sites that is now common
practice in some urban centres in Ontario will also be performed in order to
preserve site integrity and prevent accidental destruction by land development.
Other plans for future development within the Oneida of the Thames community in- •
clude such tourist attractions as a miniature golf course and a small theme
park focusing on Oneida history in Middlesex County. Also discussed and with
the initial steps taken towards accomplishment is a film documentary to be pro-
duced by the National Film Board of Canada and/or TVOntario on the entire Oneida
heritage program. An information package is currently being proposed to help
other Native communities develop and direct their own archaeological projects.
This package would also be made available to educational centres and to consul-
tants with a bonafide interest in helping Native people learn how to rediscover



At this time we would like to thank Scott Cornelius, Stan Hill, Sam Sickles,
Jamie Quigley, Mary Cornelius, Jenny Ireland and Susan John. Without their
hard work, the project could not have progressed as far as it has today.

CATARAQUI ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH FOUNDATION ~
Dr. Lily Munro, Minister of Citizenship and Culture, has announced a major
grant for the Cataraqui Archaeological Research Foundation to help establish a
permanent archaeological interpretive and research facility in Kingston. The
$212,857 grant, provided through the Ministry's Community Facilities Improve-
ment Program, will enable Foundation staff to complete the archaeological stu-
dy of Fort Frontenac and develop a permanent display of artifacts recovered
from the site.
The facility, located in the City's J.K. Tett Creativity Complex at 370 King
Street West, will provide approximately 5,000 square feet of research and dis-
play space and serve as a permanent home for the Foundation. "While the fa-
cility has been operating since January of this year, there is much to be done
in the way of renovations before it wi 11 be fully accessible to the publ ic,"
said Bruce Stewart, Executive Director of the Foundation. "The C.F.J.P. grant
will enable us to provide the public ~ith direct access to the results of our
archaeological investigations at the Fort and elsewhere."
The permanent interpretive display will feature artifacts used by Native, and
Europeans, depicting over 10,000 years of human occupation in the Kingston area.
Highlighted in the display will be Native, French and British artifacts recover-
ed from the Fort Frontenac excavations, underway since the fall of 1982.
The C.F.J.P. grant is provided on the basis of a matching formula. Part of the
matching funds have been' prbvided through grants from Employment and Immigra-
tion Canada and the City of Kingston, and the support of the Foundation's mem-
bership. Additional financial support is being sought by the Foundation in
order to insure the successful completion of the interpretive and research fa-
cil ity.



UNDER THE DQME;
DEEP SITE REGULATIONS AFFECTING

ARCHAEOLOGI'CAL HI nGA nON
AT TORONTO'S DOME STADIUM

by
Robert G. Mayer

Mayer, Pihl, Poulton and Associates Incorporated
Paper presented at the Thirteenth Annual Symposium of the Ontario Archaeologi-
cal Society - ~Ontario Archaeology & the Planning Process", October 26, 1986,
Toronto, Ontario.

The Dome Stadium - What is it? This monumental project is now under construc-
tion by a consortium of private investors with assistance from all levels of
municipal, provincial and federal government. It is remarkable not only for
its potential contributions to the world of professional sports and possibly
the 1996 Olympic Games, but also because it is demonstrating to the construc-
tion community that heritage assessment and mitigation do not prevent or hin-
der land development. In fact, if heritage concerns are included as integral
parts of the planning process, they can be effectively coordinated and imple-
mented without any time restrictions imposed whatsoever. This has both posi-
tive and negative implications.
While it would be ideal if every heritage site could be preserved for future
generations to enjoy and study, the perceived needs of the present must also
be met. Only with heightened levels of community and political support can
public participation in the planning process be the deciding factor as to
whether or not a land development project receives approval at the expense of
a non-renewable heritage resource. Mitigation of the impact to these resour-
ces through archival and archaeological documentation is far from a perfect
solution. It is, however, one option that does seem to satisfy a majority of
the concerns expressed by developers and heritage conservationists.

The City of Toronto has long recognized the importance of the heritage resour-
ces located within the Railway Lands and is actively encouraging the preserva-
tion of the area's unique history. The Toronto Historical Board, in its advi-
sory capacity on heritage matters to City Council has, in conjunction with the
Department of Planning & Development, prepared a series of procedures for imp-
lementing Council's policies regarding the inventory, preservation and mitiga-
tion of these resources. Explicit guidelines are presented in the archaeolo-
gical strategy document section of the City's "Railway Land Part II: Report on
the Precinct Agreement for Precinct "A" (The Stadium Precinct)" (McLaughlin
1986).
As part of the agreement reached between the City and the developer, an heri-
tage assessment was commissioned of the built environment and archaeological
features impacted by the construction of the Dome Stadium. This assessment,
coordinated by Historica Research Limited with assistance from Mayer, Pihl,
Poulton and Associ-ates Incorporated, identified over thirty (30) buil t envir-
onment structures and forty (40) sub-surface archaeological features (Histori-
ca Research 1986). Five of the subsurface features were assigned significant
potential to warrant specific forms of mitigation.
Mcii Not-v., -28- Nov/Ve.c 1986



In cooperat'ion with tile DQmeStll,di'umCorpQration, CN Realty, CN Tower, IB!
Group and Elli$"Don Umi·ted, and w.ttil~,hared funding from the CN Railway, the
City of Toronto and tne 'Mi'nts'tryef Citizenship and Culture, the ongoing pro-
ject invo 1ves ;

archaeological mitigation of the 1817 Navy Wharf, the circa 1820
Commissariat Wharf, the circa 1841 Furniss Waterworks Wharf and
the circa 1854 Esplanade Crib;
documenti ng & photographing any other signifi cant sub-s urface
military, commerctal, industrial and railway structures or fea-
tures as they become apparent;
salvaging and conserving artifacts for use in a planned Railway
Interpretive Centre and also at Fort York;
remaining on 24 hour notice to monitor the excavation process
throughout the entire five (~J acre project; and
working within the constraints & hazards of the earticular soil
condtttons with depths exceeding twenty-five (251 feet of un-
consolidated fill material, water seepage and chemical contam-
inants.

Htstorical Background of Stgntficant Features
The Navy Wharf was constructed by the British military to serve as the port of
entry on Lake Ontario for goods transported by boat to Fort York. Archival
111apsshowed the locati'on of this wharf but few construction details are evi-
dent. By the 1830's, the wharf was in ruins. Its historical significance is
due not only to its association with the early British military era in Toronto
but also because it is the earliest site currently available for investigation
within the entire Railway Lands.
The Commissariat Wharf is presumed to have replaced the Navy Wharf in meeting
most of Fort York's commercial navigation needs. No documentation was located
regarding its construction and use. It now appears that the 1874 John Street
Pumping Station water lines may have destroyed this feature. .
The Esplanade was a major urban design element in Toronto. This cribbed-in
landfill area became a railway transportation corridor instead of the pedestri-
an walkway as originally envisioned. The arguments over the use of the land
played an important role in influencing people's attitudes towards the water-
front specifically and the railways in general. The Esplanade formed the inner
harbour edge during much ,of the late 1800's.
The Furniss Wharf is a main component of the first waterworks facility in the
city. It was mainly used for unloading fuel destined for the pumphouse situ-
ated near Peter Street. Water from this point was pumped throughout Toronto.
A number of wooden intake vents were located.

Approximately 6,500,000 cubic feet (180,000 cubic metres) of landfill material
weighing roughly 100,000 tons wtll be excavated during the Dome construction.
This fjll contains large quantities of late nineteenth century bottles, crock-
ery and other glassware items that are in much demand. Despite the best ef-
forts of the CN Police, construction foremen, and our own project personnel,



the omnipresent bottle collectors persist in trespassing onto the site and
risk serious injury and possible heqlth problems to satisfy thei r monetary
greed.
Although the ~inistry of Citizenship and Culture has not been asked to act in
this matter, it is likely that they would be unable to enforce the Heritage
Act in this instance because it would be difficult to prove in a court of law
that these redeposited artifacts constitute either an archaeological resource
or even an archaeo 1ogi ca1 site (Kenyon 1986).
Other artifacts recovered from the power shovel excavation include:
-a War of 1812 vintage cannon ball;
-metal belaying pin from a sailing vessel;
-late nineteenth and early twentieth century ceramics;
-an engraved buil ding stone fragment; and
-a VIorld v!ar I vintage artillery shell (13" long by 4-1/2" in diameter that
weighs about 30 lbs. - unloaded).

The Heritage Act, the Planning Act and the Environmental Assessment Act are
pieces of legislation with which we are all familiar and as heritage consul-
tants should have a good working knowledge. At this time, I'd like to bring
to your attention several other valuable provincial statutes along with some
safety advice to take into consideration whenever you contemplate excavating
a deep site or any other project for that matter. Archaeological excavations
are considered as construction sites by all provincial and federal government
agencies. In order to comply with their enforced regulations, a strict adher-
ence to all the various safety guidelines is manditory.
The Workers' Compensation Act requires all employers to insure their employees
except for those classed as casual workers. An employer is defined as a person
who employs one or more workers or contracts for the services of one or more
workers and includes a contractor or sub-contractor who perfoms work or sup-
plies services and a contractor or sub-contractor who undertakes with an owner,
constructor, contractor or sub-contractor to perform work or supply services.
The next time a client or a grant review officer asks why your daily fee struc-
ture is so high, just mention that you have to pay between eight (8) and twelve
(12) percent of gross wages as an insurance premium against an employee suing
both of you for lost wages, medical expenses and retraining costs due to a job-
related injury. 1\5 an employer you are required by law to pay the premiums set
by the Workers' Compensation Board (W.C.B.). These premiums are sometimes ar-
bitrarilly set at high levels when the W.C.B. has little or no information on a
relatively new profession like archaeological consulting companies. Immedi-
ately upon application, be prepared to negotiate for a lower premium. It is
not an optional decision on whether or not to join. You have no decision to
make. vou must subscribe by provincial law.
The Occupational Health and Safety Act defines the duties of a constructor, em-
ployer, supervisor and worker. It states that an employee can refuse to work
where health and safety is in danger and that any reprisal by an employer
against a worker who complies with this Act is prohibited.



It is always a good practi'ce to carry Third Party Liability in ~ddition to Em-
ployer's Llabil ity i'nsurance not only to protect yoursel f and your company or
organization but also to protect yourcHent from any negligence whatsoever on
anybody's part. Errors and Omissions insurance is also a valuable safeguard if
it can be economically obtained but, it is not advisable to advertise to pot-
ential clients that yeu h8:v~·i-t,j\lS~ffi..casethey,might mistakenly thin,k that
you reall~ need it to'stay in business. This practice also reduces the poten-
tial for "'nuisance claims".
The general construction contractor on any project is always responsible for
everything that happens on a job site. Their safety procedures and coordinated
work schedules are often tied into contractual penalty clauses for non-compli-
ance. One can readily understand that their cooperation and frequently their
assistance must be obtained if one is to satisfy their concerns and accomplish
one's own objectives during the ,mitigation process.
The basic personal safety equipment are all required to be used when appropri-
ate. hard hats, ear protectors, disposible rubber gloves, green tag steel-
toed sa fety boots and rubber boots with stee1~01 es (what you cannot see under-
water will hurt you). The general contractor will not allow anyone on site who
i':!not properly attired wi'th the necessary equipment at all times.
Pit excavations or trenches deeper than ~hree (3) ~et frequently have to have
shoring or at least sloping walls to protect workers from being buried. In the
case of the Dome excavation, a 1:1 slope (45 degrees) was the required standard
for all of the earth walls. Vertical concrete caisson walls were installed a-
long the railway tracks to prevent movement of the tracks.
During our initial test excavation, a safety person was always monitoring the
pit walls from the ground surface to spot potential weak spots hefore they col-
lapsed. This person could then issue a warning, render immediate assistance or
call for additional hel p. Fortunately, this situation never occured but the
potential was always present.
A reliable trash pump can certainly keep ground water seepage down, but it Cin
also build up gas & exhaust fumes in the bottom of pit excavations. These
fumes are heavier than the surrounding air and sink to the lowest level if
there is no wind to dissipate them. Warning signs to watch for include head
aches, dizziness, nausea and general irritabi lity. Monitor for ,these symptons
and whenever they occur, immediately rotate personnel to other tasks at ground
level away from the fumes.
Tests should always be conducted for chemical contaminants from buried storage
tanks or other manufacturing processes on industrial sites and these areas a-
voided if the results exceed accepted limits. Whenever you are conducting a
surveyor excavation in a remote industrial area or corridor, you should inquire
if any of the civilian equivalents of Agent Orange (used during the Viet Nam War
and now linked to veterans' health problems fifteen years later) was ever used
to reduce vegetation growth in your study area. Herbicides, pesticides, fungi-
cides and all forms of liquid or solid animal waste fertilizers frequently
spread over agricultural fiel ds can also affect you if precautions are not ex-
ercised.



have a quick escape route already planned or at least a designated safety zone
away from the traffic wh_ere you can concentrate on recording or monitoring pro-
cedures. It is physically exhausting to dodge trucks all day long and still
try to see what a backhoe is digging into from examining their backdirt pile.
A two person team works well in this situation. One person watches the bucket
and stratigraphy in the wall profiles while the other rakes through the exca-
vated soil. In this way any significant artifact deposits can be immediitely
recognizee and the appropriate steps taken to recover the artifacts in situ
or to prevent further damage to the cultural feature.
Large scale construction projects, especially one as controversial as the Dome
site, always attract media attent{on lookil'lgeither for human interest "filler
stories" or, as one reporter phrased it, "looking for dirt" to exploit. COI'I-
stantly being in the public eye should make one particularly careful to ensure
that whatever activity people can see, even from a distance, is always dOl'lein
the safest manner possible.
11'1talking to the media, be honest and frank whenever possible, but also remem-
ber that it is your client's interests that must come first. Your OWI'I personal
opinions are best saved for your memoirs.

The advice given is all commol'lknowledge al'ldis mostly just plail'lcommol'lsel'lse.
Kowever, it is amazing how many accidents and embarassil'lgsituations are caused
by people ignoring these few simple rules. [veryol'leis respol'lsiblefor safety-
employers, management, sup"ervisors al'ldworkers alike. \'Ihetheryou work on
prehistoric or historic sites, iJ'lurban or rural situations, in agricultural
fields or parkil'lglots, for non-profit or private organizations, I hope that
you realize that work is dangerous to your health and that you will always take
appropriate measures to protect yourself and your fellow workers .

.All of the project's field persol'lnel- Dr. Donald A. Erown, Rodolphe D. Fec-
teau, Scarlett E. Janusas, D. Michael Gibbs and Richard E. Sutton - adapted to
the mentally al'ldphysically strenuous environment. They are to be commended
for not merely surviving but also for their attention to their own aJ'ldothers'
sa fety.



ADDRESS
TO THE

ONTARIO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY
THIRTEENTH ANNUAL SYMPOSIUM

BY
THE HONOURABLE LILY MUNRO

MINISTER OF CITIZENSHIP AND CULTURE
Saturday, October 25,1986

First of all, I bring you warm greetings from Premier David Peterson. I know
he is greatly interested in the work that you do and I know he shares the con-
cerns we all have for preserving Ontario's heritage resources.
I have a unique job as Minister of Citizenship and Culture. Not only am I ac-
tively involved in Ontario's unique and varied past -- a past which has served
to mold this great province we live in today -- I am also closely tied to the
future, with the development of policies and programs for our new citizens,
and with the cultural life that we will pass on to generations to come.
As you know, my ministry represents the agency most directly involved with ar-
chaeology in our province. It is our job, too, to work with other government
ministries like Environment, Tourism and Recreat~on or the Ministry of Natural
Resources to ensure that heritage concerns are in the forefront of any policies
or programs which might affect them.
As such, let me assure you that my ministry shares your concerns, your enthu-
siasm and your commitment to preserving and understanding the great contribu-
tions of our heritage resources.
The theme of your two-day conference is Ontario Archaeology and the Planning
Process during which you are examining provincial and regional planning issues
as well a workshop on archaeological field schools. I want to commend you on
developing a thoughtful and insightful agenda. I know that many of the issues
you will look at are vital to our continued and future well being of archaeolo-
gical endeavors.
As many of you know, my ministry is also currently actively involved in plann-
ing -- planning to ensure that Ontario's Heritage Act continues to build upon
past successes, as well as to reflect current needs and values to meet the con-
tinuing challenges in an era of changing priorities and new activities.
We are doing that through a complete review of Ontario's Heritage policies, fo-
cussing on the Ontario Heritage Foundation as well as a broad, public consul-
tation. From that will emerge a major discussion paper early next year that
will act as a blueprint to tailor a strong, encompassing heritage policy for
the next decade -- a policy that will keep Ontario in the forefront of heritage
activity.
This review, and the legislation that will emerge from that review, is both
timely and vital. In the past few years, archaeology and natural heritage have
come into the forefront of heritage activities and interests. In Ontario alone,



My ministry, while recognizing the need for a comprehensive heritage review,
has also developed several programs to address that renewed interest.
One of our most recent initiatives is the archaeological component of our Com-
munity Facilities Improvement Program -- CFIP. The program provides municipa-
lities and organizations with an incentive to carry out long range planning for
the development of archaeological facilities and to identify and evaluate ar-
chaeological resources.
Any municipality, Indian Band Council, Conservation Authority, Local Services
Board, Library Board, School Board or an incorporated non-profit organization
such as the OAS is eligible under CFIP. Grants will help to fund an Archaeo-
logical Facility Master Plan which will include a comprehensive set of plan-
ning policies, goals and objectives for determining the location, value and
potential development of archaeological resources and facilities within a com-
munity.
I am extremely pleased with the development of this program and the work it
has already been able to assist. The archaeological segment of the program has
resulted in several community archaeology resources centres being developed
across the province and I look forward to many new projects in the future.
A great deal of CFIP activity will be generated by the OAS, its local chapters
and its members. My ministry -- and the people of Ontario -- rely heavily upon
the work of the OAS and that of its member local chapters.
The relationship that has developed between my ministry and the OAS has -- to
my mind -- been a good one. One reason for the success my ministry has so far
enjoyed in our conservation goals is the close partnership we have with munici-
palities and with groups such as your own.
We have been able to provide funding to the association in order to allow you
to continue your information and educational services. With your internation-
ally renowned publications you are able to maintain direct, up-to-date communi-
cation among the archaeological community.
Through Arch Notes you can convey current information to our heritage community,
and through Ontario Archaeology and the Monographs in Ontario Archaeology, in
conjunction with the Ontario Heritage Foundation, you can ensure that scholarly
reports and academic theses are made available to stimulate scientific research.
Through symposiums like this andthe one you are planning for Ottawa in 1987,
and through your continued free educational public lectures around the province,
you do much to further the interest and participation levels among all walks of
1 i fe.

I am particularly impressed to see the strong development of OAS local chapters
throughout the province. To me that is vital, for the archaeological community
cannot exist in a vacuum -- it must exist within the sphere of Ontario communi-
ty life. Local chapters give us the opportunity not only to be part of Ontar-
io's individual communities, but they allow us to act and react to local issues
and concerns.



I am thinking of the work that is done in chapters like London, where the
group is working in co-operation with Oneida of the Thames Indian Band to con-
duct an archaeological survey of reserve lands. Or of the Ottawa Chapter which
recently completed a presentation and display at local area fall fairs and in
some of our Eastern Ontario provincial parks. Local groups are creating edu-
cation programs and are taking their message to the grass roots level.
I get excited when I hear of this kind of activity. That's the work that makes
a difference. It brings archaeological concerns to the forefront of our daily
lives and attracts new volunteers who share a love of Ontario's past and a con-
cern to ensure that we conserve our heritage resources.
I believe that if archaeological concerns are to receive their fair share in
the total planning process, there must be a clearly demonstrated support for
archaeology at the community level. And this grass roots function of your
group is the role of your local chapters.
I want to assure you again of my ministry's commitment to archaeology in this
province. But if this commitment is to be realized, it is imperative that the
OAS follow a policy of increased public communications and building community
awareness.
There has to be a great deal of two-way communication -- communication between
my ministry and the OAS, between the OAS and the archaeological community, and
between the local chapters and their communitie .
However, simply communicating the message to those individuals who already have
an interest in archaeology is not progress.
Rather, the job should be to get out there and generate more interest among the
general public that is currently not aware of the work you do or the importance
of that work. In other words, we need to spread the message.
Accomplishing that is the role of the local chapters. Because the archaeologi-
cal community is part of the web of communities which make up this province,
local chapters should actively interact on the local level by generating grass
roots awareness and appreciation for archaeology.
They should be actively and agressively seeking new volunteers and getting those
volunteers directly involved in local archaeological issues.
As you know, in the world of archaeology, there is always more work to be done
than there are people to do it.
In today's modern world, we run the risk of destroying archaeological data be-
fore we have the opportunity to study it. That would leave us with large gaps
in our knowledge and understanding of the past. We can only hope to rectify
that by developing a large and dedicated army of volunteers. And you can in-
volve those volunteers in a variety of ways, from site surveys and laboratory
work to educational displays and lobbying on local archaeological issues.
Local chapters are in the best position to speak up for archaeological concerns
when community planning issues are discussed. If, for example, a shopping cen-
tre is to be built on an archaeological site, it has to become a community is-



Ladies and gentlemen, if I leave you with anything this evening, I want to leave
you with a challenge. And that challenge is this: Take your message to the
people, take it to the community. Grow and develop, expand your activities and
broaden your horizons.

One way that you can accomplish these goals is by making Ontario archaeology
appear more exciting. Too long has archaeology suffered under the identity of
being a slow-paced, academic pursuit of grey scholars. I know that being in-
volved in scientific research can be exciting.

I also know that you all secretly see yourselves as Indiana Jones -- with bet-
ter techniques, of course. Share that sense of adventure with the rest of the
community.

You can make archaeology a community concern by demonstrating to our children
how important it is that we conserve our past. You can rai se the image of ar-
chaeology by making it exciting for the media, helping them to understand the
importance of the work you do.

And you can do that best through education and communication, by opening up the
lines of communication that will get your message clearly and directly through-
out the whole community.

We have the resources and the expertise to achieve these goals and I am confi-
dent that we can make great strides in the coming years. But always, it must
be done in a spirit of partnership and co-operation among my ministry, your
association and others, local chapters, municipalities and the general public.

I wish you much success in your endeavors and I look forward to continuing to
work with you in the years to come.
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Many thanks for all who participated at our workshop on Archaeological Fie1d-
schools at 0.1 .S.E., Sunday, October 26, 1986. The workshop was well-attended
with more than 70 people concerned with educational/archaeological issues.
The Ontario Heritage Foundation was most impressed by the papers presented and
the discussions which followed. Major issues were raised and explored. Edu-
cational experts gave advice and analyzed the current state and future direc-
tion. Certainly, considerable interest in the educational aspects of archae-
ology exists in Ontario at all levels of instruction.
Generally, participants agreed that a fieldschool committee should be estab-
lished where various concerns could be examined and discussed in more detail.

Heritage Day and Heritage Week are fast approaching: The third Monday of Feb-
ruary, the 16th, is Heritage Day, and in recent years the week associated with
the date has become a focus for heritage organizations to stage events design-
ed to raise the profile of heritage in Ontari~.
This is why the Heritage Branch of the Ministry of Citizenship and Culture is
currently looking at strategies for promoting Heritage Day/Week across the
province. But we need your help~ Specifically, please tell us what activi-
ties your group has planned, or what activities your group could stage during
the week of Februa ry 16-22, 1987, to make your communi ty more aware of our
heritage. If you can work together with other local groups, all the better:
You can get in touch with us by contacting James Careless in Toronto at 416-
965~4021. or by writing to:
James Careless, Heritage Day/Week Activities, Ontario Heritage Foundation,
77 Bloor Street West, 2nd Floor, Toronto, Ontario M7A 2R9.

The archaeologist must face three things in life: death, taxes and expiry
dates on 1icences~ December 31, 1986 is rapidly approaching. Please help
yourself by helping us plan for your 1987 licence. If you wish to renew a li-
cence for 1987 please make an application to do so before December 31,1986.
A new licence will not be formally issued until your final report is in but in
the interim, we can schedule your licence application for review by the Arch-
aeology Committee of the Ontario Heritage Foundation.
The date of the 1987 Committee meetings are: February 11,1987, March 25,
1987, April 22, 1987.



Please make sure that your licence application is sent to the Ministry at
least one month before the date of the meeting.
A licence will be issued without delay if all outstanding licence requirements
are completed.
If you have not filled in a complete application for a licence in the past two
years, please do so. New or changed information is always required. All new
projects require complete applications.

ONTARIO HERITAGE FOUNDATION ANNOUNCEMENT
RE: STUDENT DISSERTATION RESEARCH GRANTS IN ARCHAEOLOGY
A review of the guidelines for student grants has revealed that the maximum
grant amount and other eligible costs have not kept up with inflation. To
rectify this disparity, the guidelines have been revised.

Please contact Everette Moore (416)965-4490 for revised guidelines and applica-
tion forms.

ARCH NOTES 1987 DEADLINES
Deadl ine Mailing

Issue (Wednes day) (Monday)

Janl Feb 87-1 Jan. 14 Feb. 2
r·1ar/Apr 87-2 Mar. 11 Mar. 30
~1ayIJun 87-3 May 13 Jun. 1
Jul/Aug 87-4 Jul. 15 Aug. 3
Sep/Oct 87-5 Sep. 16 Oct. 5
Nov IDee 87-6 Nov. 11 Nov. 30

* * * * *

WANTED - OFFICE SPACE FOR THE O.A.S. IN TORONTO
Anywhere near good public transport. About 400 sq. ft. No objection to rooms
in private house (no basements) with use of washroom and mailbox. Would be
used during workday and some evenings. Telephone and answering machine would
be installed. Required for at least a three-year term and preferably renew-
able thereafter.
Offers/enquires to: O.A.S. Executive, The O.A.S. Inc., P.O. Box 241, Postal
Station "P", Toronto, Ontario r~5S 2S8.



The latest OA, no. 45, was received from the printers in November and distri-
buted to all members. This is the first issue dated 1986. The second, OA46,
is in course of preparation. Con9ratulations to our editor, Dr. Richard B.
Johnston, now recovered and productive fo110win9 surgery earlier this year.

Four candidates for the two positions of Director of the Ontario Archaeologi-
cal Society for 1987 have been nominated. An election to determine which two
candidates will be serving is currently being held. In compliance with the
revised constitution, this is held by mail to provide the opportunity for all
members everywhere, no matter how remote, to cast a ballot. Ballot forms have
been distributed to all eligible members in the recent mailing of ONTARIO
ARCHAEOLOGY 45. Members are asked to complete and return the ballot as soon
as possible and certainly before the deadline of January 1, 1987.

Following the Annual Business Meeting, two matters are put before the member-
ship for considering and ballot by mail. Ballots have been distributed in the
recent OA mailing. Please consider and respond by mail to the Society by
January 1, 1987.

On October 2nd, 1986, a plaque was unveiled to commemorate the Jackes Site, a
proto-Huron tOntario Iroquois) prehistoric village which was located near Aven-
ue Road and Eglinton Ave. West. The unveiling ceremony was held at the A11enby
School, which stands on the site and where the plaque will be installed. Both
the plaque and the ceremony were jointly sponsored by the Ontario Archaeologi-
cal Society and the Toronto Historical Board. The making of the plaque was
partly funded by a Local Marking Assistance grant from the Ministry of Citizen-
ship and Culture to the Ontario Archaeological Society. Speakers included Dr.
Mima Kapches for the Toronto Historical Board and Dr. Donald Brown for the
Ontario Archaeological Society. Dr. Brown is the current President of the So-
ciety and Dr. Kapches is a past-President. The plaque will be maintained by
the Toronto Historical Board, and is believed to be the first "historic" plaque
to a p'rehistoric site in the Board's care. The ceremony was covered by "City
Pulse" TV News.



In the tMt -u'.6Ue 06 ARCHNOTES (86-5:2]/22) c.olmlel'l.t6 welte ,{,nvUed on the
Onta.M.o HeJUt.age FOUYlda..:Uon. FoUow{.ng.<A a tettelt 61L0mthe O.A.S. PlLeA,{,-
dent to the management C.0YlJ.>uUan.t6 ikB.<AtiJ1g w[th the eva.futU;{,on 06 the o.
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J. Phillip Nicholson
Policy and Management Consultants Inc.
234 Argyle Ave.
Ottawa, Ontario, K2P lB9

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Ontario Heritage Foundation.
The Ontario Heritage Foundation has been Ontario's principal funding body for
archaeological excavation, research and education. Without this financial
commitment most of our advancements in understanding Ontario's prehistory,
which has rapidly changed since 1970, would not have occurred. The research
of many university graduate students was made possible only through the gen-
erosity of the Foundation. The archaeological licencing of individuals has
been a major step forward concerning requirements of archaeologists to record
their activities for future researchers. The attempt to manage the archaeolo-
gical resources in the province has been essential in a time of rapid indus-
trial and urban development, and the subsequent loss of archaeological sites.
Our comments concerning the O.H.F. are not to belittle the goals and past
achievements of the Foundation. Instead, we put forward suggestions for im-
plementing the goals of the Foundation.
Considerable sums have been given for the excavation of sites, but there does
not appear to be a clearly stated policy for the priorities concerning the al-
location of these funds. Frequently, these funds were to be seed money to en-
courage additional money from beyond M.C.C.; the Foundation's generosity has
had minimal long-lasting effect concerning the generation of outside money for
archaeology. Within the last year matching fund projects have met with some
success, but the O.A.S. fears that those few projects selected may in fact
divert money from the Foundation, thereby being detrimental to the small scale
but far more numerous projects. The archaeology community also perceives an
apparent emphasis on giving money for public relations programmes (i.e., se-
lected high profile excavations) but frequently there appears to be an inade-
quate research component to the projects.
The apparent low priority for money to analyze the results of the excavations
and their subsequent publication is a major concern to the archaeology commun-
ity. Budgets must include the analysis of the collection, the promoting of
the project le.g. displays, pamphlets, lectures, visits to the media) and the
publication of the resulting scholarly information. Therefore, projects
should be monitored and funded to the point that detailed, scholarly informa-
tion is available to other researchers. Without the analysis and report/pub-
lication component, excavation money may be wasted and the site lost. The
O.A.S. is grateful for the funds received for its publication series. However"
the O.H.F. should expect greater publication output than that provided solely
by Ontario Archaeology,Arch Notes, or the O.A.S. Chapter newsletters.
Of further concern is the apparent lack of money avai lable for the preserva-



tion of archaeo10gica11y significant sites. The excavation of a site should
reveal information about a site, but not all information can possibly be
learned in one (or several) short field seasons. New research goals or tech-
niques wi 11 undoubtedly mean that sites wi 11 (or shou1 d be) further explored
in the future. The p1aquing of archaeo10gcica1 sites, or more importantly the
designation of archaeological sites, should be a higher priority for the
O.H.F.
Lastly, there needs to be a closer line of communication between the O.H.F.
and the archaeology community. Very rarely does the O.H.F. or M.C.C. use the
O.A.S. to disseminate information to the archaeology community. However,
there is no other mechanism which can reach those most concerned with arch-
aeology in the province. Therefore, the O.A.S. again invites the O.H.F. and
the M.C.C. staff to use our publications to reach out and to inform those
most concerned with Ontario's below ground heritage resources.
We recommend that there should be a greater input from the archaeology commun-
ity concerning archaeology planning, funding and public relations. We empha-
size the greater need for active Ontario Archaeologists on the Foundation
Board, and the necessity for soliciting the ideas and comments from a wide
spectrum of the archaeology community. To this end, we suggest that the O.H.F.
might consider representation from the O.A.S. when formulating decisions which
will effect all of the archaeology community.
The Ontario Heritage Foundation is the singl& most important body which influ-
ences heritage protection and promotion within the province. We realize that
archaeology is but one small facet which concerns the O.H.F. However, because
archaeological resources are visually obscure, and because archaeology is an
expensive, labour-intensive activity, it is critical that the Provincial Gov-
ernment continue to play an ever-increasing role in preserving and promoting
our below-ground, non-renewable heritage resources. ,If the Ontario Archaeolo-
gical Society can assist in any way, we are prepared to offer the enthusiasm,
resources and commitment of our members.

TROWELLING TORONTO: A Symposium on Archaeology in the Toronto Area
8000 BC - 1900 AO

Saturday, March 28, 1987
8:30 - 9:00 a.m. Registration
9 am - 5:00 p.m. Papers
7 pm - 1 :00 a.m. Banquet/Oance
Pre-registration, by 1 March 1987
StUdents/Seniors
Banquet/Dance

Col umbus Centre
901 Lawrence Ave. W.
at Dufferin - ttc/parking

Send Pre-registration to: Toronto Chapter, OAS
P.O. Box 241, Stati on P
Toronto, Ontario M5S 2S8



Rockefeller Foundation Postdoctoral Fellowships for 1987-88. Post-doctoral
fellowships are available for both junior and senior scholars in any discipline
who are working on topics in, or that draw substantially on, Indian history.
Two types are available, as follows:
Junior Fellowships are intended for exceptionally promising historians at early
stages in their careers and for scholars in other disciplines who are working
on topics in Indian history. In addition the Center encourages appl ications
from scholars wishing to develop a new competence in Indian history. Fellows'
universities, if any, will be required to contribute $3,000 to the total sti-
pend to match a $17,000 Center stipend for eleven months.
Senior Fellowships. This fellowship is for establ ished scholars from any dis-
cipline who are working on a topic in Indian history. The Senior Fellow's un-
iversity, if any, will be required to contribute $4,000 to match at maximum
stipend of $27,500.
Completed applications for all Rockefeller Foundation Fellowships are due Feb-
ruary 1, 1987. Native American candidates are especially urged to apply,
Further information and application materials are available on request.
Ford Foundation Fellowships for Foreign Scholars. One fellowship per year is
available for post-doctoral scholars from countries outside the Western Hemis-
phere. Ford Foundation Fellows will spend eleven months in residence at the
McNickle Center but will also be encouraged to plan trips within the United
States to maximize their contact with professional colleagues and Indian com-
munities. Stipends will vary up to a maximum of $30,000 per year depending on
applicants I salaries. Fellows will also receive a housing subsidy and support
for travel to and within the United States. Further information and applica-
tion materials are available on request from the McNickle Center. Completed
applications are due February 1,1987.
D'ArcX McNickle Memoral Fellowships. These fellowships are reserved for tri-
bal Indians who are working on some aspect of Indian history. The program is
flexible and can accommodate a wide range of applicants, including Indian stu-
dents at any stage of graduate study, adults who can spare only a short period
from community commitments, tribal historians, librarians and archivists of
tribal cultural centers. Length of tenure and stipends vary, and stipends in-
clude the cost of one round-trip to Chicago. Appl ications are reviewed twice
a year and are due by February 1 or August 1.
Frances C. Allen Fellowships. These fellowships are available to women of In-
dian heritage who are pursuing an academic program at a stage beyond the under-
graduate degree. Candi dates may be working in any graduate or pre-professional
field, but the particular purpose of the fellowship is to encourage study in
the humanities and social sciences. Length of term may vary from one month to
a year; stipend varies according to need. Fellows are expected to spend a sig-
nificant amount of their fellowship term in residence at the McNickle Center
for the History of the American Indian. Applicants will be evaluated accord-
ing to their academic goal, demonstrated potential for accomplishment, and
financial need. Applications are due August 1 and February 1 of each year.



Affiliated Research Projects. The McNickle Center sponsors independent re-
search projects that make significant contributions to scholarship in Indian
history. These projects receive funding independent of the Center's other pro-
grams, but the Center director oversees their work and their staffs participate
in all Center activities. Five projects in this category have recently com-
pleted their work: The Documentary History of the Iroquois (Francis Jennings,
Director), the Atlas of Great Lakes Indian History (Helen Hornbeck Tanner, Di-
rector), the Native American Historical Demography Project (Henry F. Dobyns,
Director), the Chicago American Indian Oral History Project(Herbert T. Hoover
and Dorene Wiese, CO-Directors), and the Chicago American Indian Photo History
Project (David R. Miller and Dorene Wiese, Co-Directors).
Please address all inquiries to: D'Arcy McNickle Center for the History of the
American Indian, The Newberry Library, 60 W. Walton Street, Chicago, Il. 60610
or call 312-943-9090 ext. 267.

Archaeolosical Consultant User Information
The Regional Municipality of Waterloo established the position and office of a
Regional Archaeologist in July of 1986. The Archaeology Section of the Plan-
ning and Development Department has been, and is continuing to generate arch-
aeological data for the Regional Municipality of Waterloo.
The Regional Municipality of Waterloo offers the use of this material to con-
sultants and researchers on a need to know basis. Information available in-
cludes :
*base maps of registered archaeoligical sites,
*acetate overlays of reported probable sites, drainage systems, potential his-

toric site locations, and soil types,
*historic vegetation pattern maps,
*historic overviews,
*regi stered site fi1es ,
*reports on the Region by previous researchers,
*additional prehistoric and historic data.
The policies for consultant/user research of these data are that:
1. users have a specific research objective,
2. formal requests for access shoul d be made to view the material,
3. appointments for viewing must be arranged,
4. no materials shall leave the office,
5. photocopying costs shall be absorbed by the user.
For more information or an appointment contact:
Regional Municipality of Waterloo, Planning and Development Department,
Archaeology Section, Marsland Centre, 20 Erb Street West, Waterloo, Ontario
N2J 4G7 (519) 885-9592.



1954 Innis and communication. Explorations 3:97~99.
1956 Social work ~ science or magic? Social Worker 24(4) :183-184.
1957 A prehistoric cemetary. Ontario History 48:183-184.
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1962 The second season of excavation at Fort Albany. Ontario History
54:128~ 132.

1964 Ontario Report. ~ Holmquist, J.D. and A.H. Wheeler, eds., Diving
into the past: theories, techniques, and applications of underwater
archaeology. St. Paul, Minnesota Historical Society and the Council
of Underwater Archaeology, pp. 72-73.

1964 Oak Point Island excavation. Quetico Newsletter 10(2):8-9.
1964 The origins of the Iroquois. Ontario History 56:1-4.
1965 The Old House at Albany. Beaver 296(Autumn): 48-52.
1965 and C.S. CHURCHER

A flake tool and worked antler fragment from late Lake Agassiz. Cana-
dian Journal of Earth Sciences 2:237-246.

1965 (Review) Davidson Black: a biography, by D. Hood. Commentator 9 (1):
28.



1966 Some notes on fishin9. Meeting Place (Journal of the Royal Ontario
~1useum) 1:115-116.

1967 The half-buried hatchet. Canadian Collector 2(}) :6-8.
1968 The Miller Site. Royal Ontario Museum, Art and Archaeology Occasional

Paper 14:1-114.
1969 Our submerged archives. Rotunda 2(2):4-13.
1969 (Review) The archaeology of Petaga Point: the pre-ceramic component,

by P. Bleed. Minnesota History 41 :390.
1970 The Armstrong Mound on Rainy River, Ontario. Canadian Historic Sites,

Occasional Papers in Archaeology and History 3:66-84.
1970 Methodist Point. Royal Ontario Museum, Art and Archaeology Occasional

Papers 22:1-26.
1971 The sands of time. Rotunda 4(3) :30-39.
1971 and J. R. TURNBULL

The battle for James Bay 1686. Toronto, Macmillan of Canada. 132pp.
1972 White-water archaeology. In Bolus, M., ed., People and pelts. Win-

nipeg, Peguis Publishers-;-pp. 145-153. (Reprinted in Quetic News-
letter 18(2) :3-11)

1973 A bibliography of Ontario archaeology. Toronto, Royal Ontario Museum,
Office of the Chief Archaeologi st. 72 pp.

'Old House' at Albany. Beaver 304(3):48-53.
Search for the Prudent Mary. Rotunda 6(2) :20-27.
... An outrageously successful thing. Coraid News,
(Review) A history of seafaring based on underwater

by G. F. Bass. Minnesota History 45:192.
Charl ton Island. Beaver 305(1) :24-31.
The early post at Moose Factory. Rotunda 8(2) :14-21.
The strange and dangerous voyage of Capt. Thomas James. Toronto,

Royal Ontario Museum. 146 pp.
"Allis not golde that shineth". Beaver 306(1) :40-46.
Tokens of possession: the northern voyages of Martin Frobisher.

Toronto, Royal Ontario Museum. 164 pp.
WHEELER, R.C., W. A. KENYON, A.R. WOOLWORTH and D. A. BIRK
1975 Voices from the rapids: an underwater search for fur trade artifacts,

1960-1973. Minnesota Historical Archaeology Series 3, St. Paul:
Minnesota Historical Society. 115 pp.

The early Christian gets the fattest lion. Royal Ontario Museum,
Archaeological Newsletter, new series 145:1-4.

Some bones of contention: the Neutral Indian burial site at Grimsby.
Rotunda, 10(3)4-13.

1978/79 (Review) Newfoundland and Labrador prehistory, by J. A. Tuck.
Canadian Geographic 97(3) :71.
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1983
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The fur-trader's cigar. In Anderson, A., Salt water, fresh water.
Toronto, Macmillan of Canada, pp. 366-367.

A new frontier. In Anderson, A., Salt water, fresh water, Toronto,
Macmillan of Canada, pp. 343-350.

Geometry of death: the Neutral Indian cemetary at Grimsby. Rotunda
12(3) :26-32. (Reprinted in Ottawa Archaeologist 9(4) :3-8).

The journal of Jens Munk 1619-1620. Toronto, Royal Ontario Museum.
40 pp.

"A watry pilgrimage" of 1578: the Reverend Robert Wolfall in arctic
Canada. Rotunda 13(1) :6-11.

The Canadian Arctic journal of Capt. Edward Fenton, 1578. Archivaria
11 :171-203.

The Grimsby Site: a historic Neutral cemetary. Toronto, Royal
Ontario Museum. 242 pp.

Thomas James (ca. 1593-ca. 1635). Arctic 35:328-329.

(Review) Battle for the West, by D. Francis. Rotunda 16(3) :44-45.

The Polish pigpen project. Rotunda 18(1):14-19, 21.

The birchbark armada. Rotunda 18(4) :38-45.

Subarctic saga; the de Troyes expedition 1686. Toronto, Royal Ontario
Museum. 31 pp.

(Review) The men with wooden feet; the Spanish exploration of the
Pacific Northwest, by J. Kendrick. Rotunda 19(1):64-65.

Mounds of sacred earth: burial mounds of Ontario. Royal Ontario
Museum, Archaeology Monograph 9:1-134.

The history of James Bay 1610-1686: a study in historical archaeology.
Royal Ontario Museum, Archaeology Monograph 10:1-168. (In press).
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