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Introduction
The 1985 [field season at the Port au Choix Maticnal Historic Park took

place from 8 July - 23 August, following the 1984 program of reconnaissance
and survey (Renouf 1985 a; 1985 b; 1985 c). BAs a result of that first season
twelve previously unrecorded sites were located which included three Maritime
Arcbhaic, =even Palacoeskino, and five historic French and English components
(cE. Renouf 19115b: Fig. 1). The Dorset Palaeceskimo site of Phillip's Garden
was mapped and tested and an undisturbed Groswater Palaeceskino component wes
discovered at the vasternmost area of the site. A previously undiscovered
Dorset Palaeoeskimo site was found at Point Riche which was roughly one third
the size of Phillip's Garden, with similar round and oval surface depressiors
and the same range and form of material culture.

The general objectives of the 1985 field season, based upon these
results, were: 1) to excavate a house and a midden feature at Phillip's
Garden, 2) to fully test Point Riche and map the surface features, 3) to ex-
covate one depression at Point Riche, and 4) to retrieve faunal material and
charcoal samples from both sites. The 1985 excavations are sumarized below
and are described ir more Setail &leswhere (Renouf 1986) .

2. Phillip's Garder

2.1 Introducticn

Threo hundred sqguare metres were gridded in the western area of
Phillip's Carden, or the second terrace which lies between 5.75 and 8.50
metres above sea level (Figure 1). The area encompassed a small mound and two
clearly visible house depressions, and a shallow depression can be seen within
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the southeastern corner of the area (Figure 2). PBoth of the deeper depros—
sions had a break in the wall area which was inferred to be an entranceway.

Only the western depression was excavated in 1985. Levels 1 to 3 were
removed in plan s0 that the outline of the house remained cleorly visible as
excavation progressed. The interior of the house was defined an an area rela-
tively clear of beach rocks and surrounded by a slightly raised perineter of
beach cobbles (Figure 3, Plates 1 and 2). Within the intecjor a central
depression measured approximately four metres east-west am four metres north-
south and to the rear was an elevated platform which measured four netres wide
and two metres deep. At the northern end of the house was a :lightly raised
area four metres wide and one metre deep. The wall areas were aised 25-35 om
above the central area and the rear platform was elevatec 28 - 35 om higher.
The break in the northern wall indicated on the surface sap (howed up as a
relatively rock—free depressed area in which a number of large flat rocks amnd
some large flat, almost board-like, pieces of worked whalebone were [ound.

The east and west walls of Feature 1 were fairly well deflined, and show
up well in Plate 1. The west wall consisted of raised beach rock which ran
north-south almost in a straight line along the western excavation units
(Figure 3). The edge of the east wall appeered only in some esstern units as
mosit of the wall lay bepeath unexcavated squares. Where the ea:t wall was ex-
posed in two units the scil was unusually peat-like, especially in and around
the rocks of the wall. The extent of this peat was mapped and vill be further
investigated next season as there is the possibility that it represents
buried sod associated with the wall. The north and south walls weie less
distinct, but nevertheless each could be traced as it appeared in a curve
crossing several excavation units.

The tracing of the walls allowed the interior dimensions of the house to
be measured as approximately four metres cast-west and seven metres north
south, including the rear platform area, the central depression, and the
slightly raised forward area.

Within the house a number of pit featucres were found (Figore 3). These
varied in size and depth but all contazined charcecal or charcoal staining and
concentrations of faunal material. The threc largest pits (Features 5, 6, andi
7) were surrounded by and lined with stones both irregular ond slab-like.
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Wherca: Feotures 5 and 6 were within the central depression, Feature 7 was in
the plétform area. Features 11 and 13 were both small shallow bone-filled
pits which were also found within the platform area, and Feature 9 was another
small bone-filled pit located outside the house. MNumerous lithic and fewer
bone artifocts were found within the house, both inside and outside the pit
features.

I his 1976 publication Harp described the dimensions and characteris-
tics of two hovse foms which he excavated at Phillip's Garden. House 2, in-
ferred to be a winter éwelling, was approximately square, measuring 15 feet
(4.92 petres) on a side. According to an unpublished field drawing this does
not include the rear platform which lengthens the house to 8.2 metres. The
intericor area was cleared of limestone beach rocks which were stacked against
the side tc nake walls, the remains of which were raised 12 =18 inches (30.48
- 45,72 cm) above the floor level; against the inner wall area there was come
evidence of banked turf blocks. FPour stone-lined pits, averaging 12 inches
(30.48 cm) deep, ran in & rough line through the central axis of the house.
At the rear of the house was a semi-cricular platform raised about 10-12
inches (25.4-30.48 «m) abxwe the main floor. Three storage pits were located
within this area ard Harp suggested that it was a sleeping platform (Harp
1976: 131-132).

By way of contrast, House 5, representing the summer houses at the site
(Harp 1976: 130), vas a shallow oval depression which measured 10 by 18 feet
(3.28 by 5.1 m). The interior area wag incompletely cleared of rocks and
there were no wall structures or interior features.

Twoe charcoal-based radiccarbon dates were returned from the house
(Figure 4). Feature 6 was dated at 1B850+100 B.P. (Beta 15379) and Feature 4,
which we had irterprcted as a disturbed hearth deposited on top of a disused
wall, was dated at 1250460 R.P. (Beta 15639).

Comparing Feature 1 with Harp's descriptions of his winter and summer
houses, it clearly recembles House 2 more closely than House 5 in dimensions,
depth and internal features. However, it appears not to have such clearly
defined walls and platform area, nor do the interior bone-filled pits line up
aleng the long axis of the house. Intrigued by these differences I examined
in the field the house features which Harp excavated where it was still pos-
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sible to see the house dimensions and internal features; these had not been
back-filled and re-growth had been fairly elow. In House [ the pits did
indeed line up centrally along the longitudinal axis of the house and the
platform area wae fairly distinct. However, although the walls were at a
higher elevation than the central area they were no more distinct than the
walls cf Feature 1. Tt appeared that the difference in elevation was due less
to a build-up of the walls than a result of the clearing of Jimestone beach
rocks from the interior, thus foming a depression.

House 3 and 10, both inferred to be winter houses, were also clear
encugh of vegetation to be examined. House 10 measured approximetely 6 m in
length and 9 m in width, including a rear platform. As in House 2 and Feature
1, the walls were not well defined although they were hicher than the floor.
House 3 measured approximately 4.5 m in width and 5 m in depth. The walls
were indistinct although they were higher than the floor and T could see no
platform area.

I infer from these comparisons that House 2 was particularly well
defined and because of this wes to a certain extent idealized as typical of
all the winter house structures. It is probable than many, perhaps most, win—
ter houses at Phillip's Garden are more similar te Peature 1 and House 3 than
to House 2.

2.3 Feature 2

Originally we had hoped that the small mound associzted with Peature 1
was a midden; however, upon excavation it became clear fhat it was one of
Barp's backdirt piles, probably from his checkerboard excavation at nearby
House 16. Although we thought it likely that a midden would be found near the
gridded house features, no faunal material turned up in our numerous test
pits. Therefore we gridded a second srea 20 m to the east of the main area,
where our 1984 sampling of the site had revealed & rich micdden deposit 15 - 25
om deep. Purther test pite indicated that the dark, greausy, bone and flake-
laden deposit covered an area of approximately 8 m north-south and 18 m east-
west, As it was clear that excavation of this rich deposit would be time-
consuming only 8 m2 were openixd up. The backdirt was not dry sifted but was
bagged, labelled, and transported to a nearby stream where it was wter sifted
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throtgh a 3 mv mesh. All but the very smallest bone and flake material was
recovered nd the material was dried and bagoed for later sorting.

A large anmount of bone care from the midden and we were grateful for an
unustally hot and dry sumer which allowed us to wash the material and lay it
outside to dry. The midden area also proved to be exceedingly rich in
artifacts, many of them bone (Plates 11 and 12).

If Pigure 5, the profile of one wall of a 1 m? unit in the midden shows
that it congisted of at least four components. This can be seen from the
repeated occurrence of Levels 1 and 2 in undisturbed context; a thin Level 3
can be seen only beneath the bone-filled mound. It appears that midden
material was initially deposited and became overgrown, probably quite quickly,
with the sed and peat of Level 1. Another deposit was made on top of this new
surface and the process of surface regrowth was repeated. From the profile it
can be seen that two morée such deposits were made. Presumably more than four
components make up the midden.

Tt had been cur original aim to separate the midden components as we
excavated, but it tirned out that this was not possible as they were very dif-
Ficult to detect. It is hoped that we will be more successful next year, with
the 1985 profiles as a guide. 1In the field Harp identified the faunal
material from the nidden associated with House 4 (1976: 128). He cbhserved
that 96% of the faunal material was seal, presumably harp seal from their an-
nual spring migration. We noticed that, although seal did predominate in the
mickden depogit, thire was alse a significant amount of caribou. We have
recently begun to sort the water-sifted material in the lab and a relatively
small amount of fish and tird is consistently turning up which gives a picture
of a more generalized diet.

Several charccal sanples were collected from the midden (Figure 4). One
ceturned a date of 1570 + 70 B.P. (Beta 1538) and another, at the base of the
micden, returned a date of 1920 + 100 B.P. (Beta 1563B). 1In the report of
1984 field activities at the Park it was suggested that this midden feature
had been deposited within a disused house feature, thus cbscuring any surface
depressions in this area (Fenouf 1985:43) . The difference between the date at
the base of the micdden ard that well within the midden deposit suggests the
possibility that the older date pertains to a house feature lying below the
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midden. Fuoture work at the middet should clarify the matter.
3. Point Riche

3.1 Inmtroduction

At Point Riche all surface depressions and test pits with cultural
material in them were mapped. The resulting (Figure 6) is a simplified
version) shows a total of 33 large and smal) depressions, 19 of whicl appeared
to be cultural rather than natural. It is cifficult to distinguish between
natural and culturzl depressions at Point Riche because tlwe bedirock is shat-
tered limestone which has pany natural water associated undulations in it.
This process is continuous in Port au Choix where limestonc bediock is exposed
and water-filled poole and holes can be seen in many areas, fo: example aleng
the Park walk from Port au Choix Cove to Phillip's Garden. Cultural depres—
sjone were decignated as such if cultural paterial waes found In them or if
they were particularly large and well defined.

3.2 Peature 1

It wag decided to excavate one of the possible house fectures which we
tested in 1984. Ten square metres was aridoed inm 1 rn2 un-ts and the feature
(Feature 1) was excavated in plan.

Feature 1 first appeared as a clearly deflined depression on the surface
of the ground (Figure 7). As Levels 1 to 1 were excavated the central depres-
sion became increasingly difficult to see because of the ocbfuscating undula-
tions of the bedrock surface which were emerging. In addition, & large number
of deep holes, some nearly a metre in depth, began to turn up (Flate 3). When
a few of these holes were first revealed they misleadingly followed a gentle
curve in a likely wall area and thus we speculated that they were possibly
postholes. However, numercous such holes began to turn up with disconcert ing
irregularity and it became clear that, whatever their svbseguent use might
have been, originally they were a matural feature of the bedrock. A number of
these contained flakes, artifacts, bone paterial and vern dark organically-
stained soil. Whereas it was clear that two (Features 2 and &) of these had
been used as storage pits similar to the bone-filled pits excavated at




Phillip's Garden, in others caset the material could either have been placed
there or could mercly bave fallen down the hole. In one hole (Feature 6)
there were no organics or artifacts but the earth was stained an unusual black
which was not found amywhere else,

wWhen the gravel bexirock was fully exposed (Plate 4) it was still dif-
ficult to see the original depression. In contrast te Peature 1 at Phillip's
Garden there wes no ovidence of any wall structures. However, the absence of
recogrizable woll areas may simply be a result of the nature of the dwelling
which in turn is related to the particular function and season of occupation
of Foint Riche and to the aveilable building material. At Phillip's Garden
the sterile sub=surface ic rocky beach. In order to make a comfortable living
area sope of tle larger and sharper rocks would need to be taken away, and at
the same time woule provide ready building material for walls. At Peint
RFiche, hovever, the cterile sub-surface is limestone bedrock which was shat-
tered into gravel and which has a fairly even surface despite holes and
unciulations.  In order to make the surfooce comfortable no clearing away would
be necessary. Instead the holes could be covered by branches, skins, or some—
thing of that rature; possibly some low growing vegetation of the sort that
can be seern on the present-day exposed bedrock would have served the purpose.
With no clearing away of beach rocks there would be no ready supply for wall
construction. If Feature 1 of Point Riche was a dwelling with a
superstructure, it could have been built of more perishable material, using
osts placed in any of the ready-made post-holes.

Cur original interpretation of Feature 1 as a dwelling is maintained
and, bopefully, further woirk including excavation outside the feature and dis-
tribution maps of artifacts will clarify the icsuve.

4. Discussicn

Foint Riche ard Phillip's Garden are similar in a number of ways. BAc-
cording te the radiccarbon dates from both areas (Figure 4) they chronologi-
cally overlap {rom &t least 1B40-1466 B.P.. Mo doubt the actual range of
overlap ie much greater, but there are as yet few dates fram Point Riche
conpared to Phillip's Garden (cf. Barp 1976: 124). It is interesting that the
dotes fiom Features | and 2 at Phillip's Gerden extend the range of occupation



166

of the site as established by Harp's charcoal-based radiccarbon dates.
Whereas the earliest of his charccal-based dates was 1800450 B.P. (Pouse 2)
and the youngest 1275450 B.P. (House 20) (Harp 1976: 124), the base of midden
Feature 2 was dated to 19204110 B.P. and Feature 4 was dated at 1250460 B.P..
The period of occupation at Phillip's Garden is extended as far back as
2660470 B.P. if you include the Groswater Falaeoeskimo component at Phillip's
Garden East as part of the main site.

The artefact assemblages from the two sites are very similar as can be
seen from their form and range (Flates 5 = 12). Similarly, there appear to be
few differences between the range and proportion of raw meterial used, except
that at Point FRiche there was a higher proportion of Famah chert and quartez
crystal (Kennett 1985). 2t this stage, nro formal analyeis of the tool as-
samnblage has been done.

There are alsc differences between the two sites. They are sitvated in
different micro enwviromments, Phillip's Garden in a sheltered meadow underlain
by a rocky limestone beach and Point Riche on an exposed point of land with a
mixture of heath and grassy vegetation underlain by undulating ]imestone
bedrock. Both areas have a good view of the sea, although from Point Riche
the vista is wider. Connected to this difference in location is the fact that
during the summer Phillip's Garden, which is sheltered, is infestod with un—
countable flies, whereas at Point Riche where there is alweys a stiff cold
breeze the flies are relatively scarce. On this basis it is hypothesized that
Point Riche and Phillip's Garden were seasonally connected. It is suggested
that Phillip's Garden was a virtual year round settlement from which task
groups would have left at different periods for various purposes. A likely
exodus would have occurred during the summer where post, in some years perhaps
all, of the group living at Phillip's Garden would have moved the short dis-
tances to Point Riche where they could spend the summer more comfortabl:.

If Point Riche was & summer site then the house structures would have
been different from those at Phillip's Garden. BAlong with different b ilding
material available at Point Riche, there would not have been the fome med for
shelter against the winter weather. Thus it would be logical thal the bouse
features at Foint Riche would not be as distinct in outline, walls, or inter-
nal features as the more clearly defired house features at Phillip's Gaiden.
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It must ke stressed, however, that at this point these are hypotheses
rathit than interpretations. Tt is hoped that more concrete recults will
emerce [rom the faumal identification and analysis.
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Figure 2: Surface contours of 1985 excavation
area, Phillip's Garden.
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List of (uncalibrated) radiocarbon dates from
Phillip's CGarden and Point Riche.

Site

Phillip's Garden
Phillip's Garden
Phillip's Garden
Phillip's Garden

Phillip's Garden

Point Riche
Point Riche

Point Riche

E.

Feature Date
4 1250+60 B.P,
4] lEEﬂ:lﬂﬂ B.P.
2 1570+70 B.P.
2 1920+110 B.P.

hearth 2660+70 B.P.
1 l?EﬂiﬂU B.P.
2 1750+90 B.P.

1546+80 B,P.

Figure 4

Sample Number

TA284CH2
TAZB4DZ84
TA323A211
TA32Z3A540
TA282B2

TA547D380
TAS47R400
TASZ5B113

Lab. Number

Beta-15639
Beta-15379
Reta-15381
Beta- 15368
Beta-15375

Keta-15376
Beta-153H2

Beta-15377
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Plate 1: Feature 1 at top of Level 4, Phillip's Carden, looking
north.

Plate 2: Feature 1 at top of Level 4, Phillip's Garden, looking
northeast.
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Plate 3: A deep hole, probably used as a waste
pit, Point Riche.

Plate 4;: Feature 1 at Point Riche, looking north.
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Plate 5: [Indblades and bifaces from Phillip's Garden.
A-L: Endblades.
M-0: Bifaces.






Plate 6:
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Scrapers and microblades from Phillip's
Garden.

A-0:

P-T:
W:

Scrapers. Note the wide range of
variation in size and form.

Microblades.

Quartz crystal microblade core.
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Plate 7:
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Ground and polished artefacts from
Phillip's Garden.

A-D: Ground slate chisels.

E-F: Unidentified ground slate artefacts
with unifacially bevelled edge(s).

G-K: Polished burin-like-tools.
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Plate 8 Endblades and bifaces from Point Riche.
A-M: Endblades.

N-Q: Bifaces,.
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Plate 9: Scrapers and microblades from Point Riche.

A-K: Scrapers. Note wide range of
variation in size and form.

L.-Q: Microblades.
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Plate 10: Ground and polished artefacts from Point

Riche.

A=-C:
b;

Ground slate chisels.

Unidentified notched artefact of
ground slate with blunt bifacially
bevelled edge.

Unidentified ground slate artefact
with blunt bifacially bevelled
edge.

Unidentified notched ground slate
artefact with unifacially bevelled
edge.

Polished burin-like-tools.
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Plate 11: Bone artefacts from Phillip's Garden
and Point Riche.

A: Scraper haft, Point Riche.

B-C: Burin-like-tool hafts, Phillip's
Garden.

D: Unidentified, Point Riche.
E-F: Harpoon heads, Phillip's Garden.
G-H: Barbed points, Phillip's Garden.
I: Bone bead, Point Riche.
J: Needle, Phillip's Garden.
K: Awl, Phillip's Garden.
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Plate 12: Segments of sledge-runners from Phillip's
Garden and Point Riche, all showing
ventral surface. Note incised lines on
C and F.








