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Photo 40 Selected Scrapers Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus D 
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The only tools recovered from Locus D made from a material other than quartzite were two 
chert scrapers. They were of differing styles with one having a rounded base and consistent 
unifacial flaking around its entire margin (Photo 41: A); the other appears to have been a 
reworking of a notched projectile point into a scraper (Photo 41: B). Both show extensive 
retouch, with the notched example having been essentially expended once the working edge 
became steeper than vertical.  

 

Photo 41 Chert Scrapers Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus D 

Ceramics 

An extraordinarily large collection of 1,414 sherds and sherdlets of grit-tempered Aboriginal 
ceramics (weighing a total of 914 g) were recovered from FfCi-02 Locus D. The vast majority 
(1,346 sherds) were collected from within, or immediately adjacent to, Feature 4. The remaining 
68 sherds were recovered from small, discrete scatters situated several metres to the south, 
northeast, and northwest of Feature 4. 

Two distinct ware types may be distinguished in this collection. 

One ware-type is represented by a group of five moderately large bodysherds of a relatively 
high-fired, dark-grey-bodied ware. The wall thickness ranges from 8.3 to 8.9 mm, and the fabric 
contains considerable quantities of very coarse grit. These sherds have unsmoothed exterior 
surfaces, while their interior surfaces are smoothed and coated with a distinctive whitish deposit 
(Photo 42). When refitted, several of these sherds display a compound curve, suggesting that 
the original vessel had a neck.  
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Photo 42 Hard-Fired Grey-Bodied Ceramics Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus D 

The second ware is represented by virtually all of the remaining sherds in the assemblage, 
collected from within and around Feature 4. The majority of these are small or even tiny 
sherdlets, often with worn, rounded corners (Photo 43), and composed of a fine, soft tan-
coloured paste containing relatively little grit. Even the largest sherds are quite small, but a few 
are large enough to reveal some vessel characteristics. Full-section rimsherds and near-rim 
bodysherds range in thickness from 6.5-8.8 mm, although most sherds are considerably thicker 
(10.3-12.1 mm) and appear to derive from the lower body or base of a vessel. All sherds with 
identifiable exterior and/or interior surfaces have clearly been smoothed or lightly-burnished, 
although not enough to obscure evidence for coiling or ring-building on some larger sherds. Rims 
appear to have a simple, sometimes slightly-flattened lip. 
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Photo 43 Tiny Ceramic Sherds Recovered from Feature 4 at FfCi-02 Locus D 

Because of the generally small size of all pieces, clear evidence for the decorative techniques 
employed is limited. Most sherds show no evidence for surface decoration at all, while some 
display isolated fingernail depressions that may not be intentionally decorative, or short, fine 
incisions that may result from temper particles being dragged across the vessel surface during 
smoothing. A few sherds have larger individual punctations or folds, but again the small size of 
the sherds makes it difficult to confirm whether these were intended to be decorative.  

However, there are five sherds that are clearly decorated (four of them illustrated in Photo 44). 
Two (e.g. Photo 44: A) are flattened-lip rimsherds decorated with a row of upward-jabbed 
punctations on the vessel exterior, just below the rim; these appear to have been executed with 
a reed or flat, slender stick. Another sherd, although tiny, clearly evidences two parallel wide-
incised grooves (Photo 44: B), while a fourth (Photo 44: D) has two wide-incised grooves that 
converge to form a chevron. The final decorated piece (Photo 44: C) is a bodysherd with a 
slightly-corrugated surface formed by partial smoothing of the coils with which the vessel was 
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built. This is not the only sherd to retain evidence for coil construction, but in this instance, the 
“troughs” between the coils are enhanced by rows of very fine punctations. 

 
Photo 44 Decorated Ceramic Sherds Recovered from Feature 4 FfCi-02 Locus D 

 

One of the most interesting characteristics of all of the sherds associated with Feature 4 is the 
unusual softness of the paste. When first exposed during excavation and still damp, these sherds 
and sherdlets were encased in a semi-indurated reddened sand and were soft enough to be 
shaved with a trowel. Initially, these sherds appeared to be only leather-hard. In fact, they were 
so fragile it became necessary to excavate Feature 4 in a series of block-lifts (some sherds were 
not fully-excavated at all, but left within their matrix of concreted sand to assist in possible future 
analysis: see Photo 45). Although the sherds subsequently hardened after slow-drying, their 
consistency in the field, as well as the worn character of the edges and corners, suggests that 
the vessel from which they derived may never have been truly fired, merely “fire-hardened,” 
and that it shattered in an early stage of firing before achieving the temperatures required for 
ceramic change (normally ca. 550° - 600° C). 
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Photo 45 Sand Concretion with Ceramics Recovered from Feature 4 at FfCi-02 Locus D 
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Historic Artifacts 

In addition to the extensive precontact artifact assemblage, Locus D also produced a large 
collection of historic artifacts. The most numerous material type from the locus consists of 53 
fragmentary pieces of undecorated whiteware ceramic (Photo 46: A); the majority of these 
likely belonging to a single large flat plate. Glass objects are represented but most are highly 
fragmentary melted pieces (Photo 46: I). Un-melted glass seems to come from thin curved glass 
suggesting vessels or lamp-chimneys rather than window glass. A single complete glass object 
was recovered; a thick walled, parallel-sided Chesebrough Ponds cold-cream jar with a screw 
top. Twenty-two iron/tin objects were recovered; the majority of these metal objects were cut 
flat squares or triangles of tin measuring less than 5 cm. Various styles of tins and lids were 
recovered (n=6). Among these were a small, hinge-lidded square aspirin tin as well as a rounded 
lid with embossed beading to close it securely. Firearm-related materials are limited to 3 brass 
casings. Two of these are .22 calibre rim-fire cartridge cases which have badly degraded (Photo 
46: D-E). The third is a centre-fire 25-35 calibre cartridge case produced by the Dominion 
Cartridge Company Canada (Photo 46: C). Additional historic objects included a three pronged 
fish hook and lure with a maker’s mark of “A.L &W Toronto” (Photo 46: F), the glass component 
from Locus D included a small electric light bulb (Photo 46: B), a battery,  a small section of a 
zipper with brass teeth mounted on a canvas tape, and a plastic knitting needle.  

 

Photo 46 Selected Historic Artifacts Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus D 
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4.4.3 Interpretation and Summary 

FfCi-02 Locus D yielded a large lithic assemblage composed almost entirely of quartzite cobbles, 
shatter, and flakes. The assemblage of finished artifacts was primarily composed of utilized and 
linear flakes but included projectile points, bifaces, preforms, retouched flakes, cores, hammer 
stones, and a diverse assemblage of scrapers including formal endscrapers, re-purposed points 
and expedient cobble and flake scrapers.  

Typologically, the lithic assemblage is broadly comparable to those recovered from other loci 
on FfCi-02. The stemmed projectile points, for example, are similar to those recovered from Locus 
A and Locus C, although the tapered-stem and bipointed examples are somewhat distinctive. 
The scraper forms, dominated by cobble-spall scrapers, also resemble those encountered at 
other loci; the formal teardrop-shaped forms are not abundant in Locus D but closely 
comparable to those recovered from Locus E (see below). The placement of the lithic 
assemblage from Locus D within the regional type-sequence from North West River (Fitzhugh 
1972) is problematic. The near-exclusive use of local quartzites, along with the biface forms, are 
compatible with the North West River Phase, while the stemmed projectile points are more 
suggestive of the David Michelin Component, and the formal teardrop-shaped endscrapers are 
normally diagnostic of the early Intermediate-period Charles Complex (Fitzhugh 1972). The 
typological relationships of the lithic artifacts from FfCi-02 are considered in more detail in 
Section 6.0 below.  

In addition to lithic artifacts, Locus D yielded a large collection of ceramics, the only Locus at 
FfCi-02 to do so. The combination of coil-built manufacture, grit temper, and smoothed interior 
and exterior surfaces would normally suggest a dating broadly in the Middle Woodland period 
(Côté and Inksetter 2001; more specifically Ceramic Periods 2-4: Petersen and Sanger 1991), at 
least partly contemporary with the North West River Phase in central Labrador or the Daniel 
Rattle Complex on the north-central coast. Again, this issue is discussed in Section 6.0 below.  

Turning to site function, the remarkably high density of quartzite debitage at the expense of all 
but trace frequencies of other materials also suggest that quartzite reduction was an important 
activity at the site; this generally appears to be the case among the quartzite-dominated 
assemblages recovered to date in the Churchill Valley. More unique is the presence of 
abundance of ceramic sherds. Although there appears to be more than one ware-type present, 
the majority of the pieces appear to belong to a vessel (unsuccessfully) fired on-site; apparently, 
the site served as a production area not only for lithic tools, but also for pottery. Nevertheless, the 
diversity of tool types encountered in Locus D, most notably the very high frequencies of 
expedient and disposable cutting and scraping tools, indicate that Locus D was a domestic 
habitation site as well as a production area. 

While the precontact occupation of Locus D appears to have been intensive, and perhaps both 
repeated and prolonged, the historic materials recovered from the site suggests a more 
transitory occupation. The lack of architectural artifacts (e.g. window glass or nails) as well as the 
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sparse accumulation of materials, suggest a short-term occupation; the small hearth deposit 
with burned bone and melted glass further suggests a short-term campsite. The only specific 
date for the site comes from the 25-35 casing that can be securely dated after 1930. The 
presence of the battery, plastic knitting needle and light bulb further suggest that this historic 
occupation likely occurred in the 1960s or 1970s.      

4.5 FfCi-02 Locus E 

Locus E is situated at the eastern end of FfCi-02, just behind Locus A; the southern edge of the 
Locus E excavation area lies only 4 m north of the northern edge of Locus A. A total of 61 m2 was 
excavated at this Locus in 2015 (Figure 4-14).  

4.5.1 Site Stratigraphy and Features 

The basic stratigraphy at FfCi-02 Locus E (Figure 4-15) conformed to the typical soil development 
profile encountered elsewhere at FfCi-02. A layer of sphagnum moss and forest litter of variable 
thickness (3-20 cm) overlay a silty gray-white A Horizon which also varied in thickness (generally 
from 2 to 5 cm, occasionally as thick as 10 cm) and which yielded virtually all of the cultural 
material from the site. This white silty layer terminated at an iron rich, orange, sandy and silty B 
Horizon. The basic stratigraphy was complicated in places by several treethrow disturbances. 

One cultural feature was recorded at Locus E: a diffuse scattered hearth feature associated with 
a dense scatter of quartzite debitage and artifacts.  
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Figure 4-14 Plan of Excavations at FfCi-02 Locus E  
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Figure 4-15  FfCi-02 Locus E - Profile 
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4.5.1.1 Feature 1 

Feature 1 (Figure 4-14; Photo 47) is a scatter of small firecracked rock fragments within a 
charcoal-stained depression, and flanked by several low mounds encompassing an area 
measuring approximately 2 m in diameter. No bone or dateable charcoal samples were 
recovered from amongst the firecracked rock in Locus E; nevertheless, Feature 1 is interpreted as 
a diffuse hearth feature.  

Feature 1 is associated with, and surrounded by, a dense scatter of quartzite debitage and 
artifacts measuring approximately 5 m x 7 m. The dimensions of this scatter are comparable to 
those of Feature 3 at Locus C, and it is tempting to interpret the scatter as delineating the interior 
of a dwelling structure; at Locus E, however, the hearth feature does not appear to be centred 
in the lithic scatter. 

 

Photo 47 View Looking Northeast of Feature 1 at FfCi-02 Locus E 
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4.5.2 Cultural Materials  

FfCi-02 Locus E yielded a moderately-sized collection of 6,965 lithic pieces of quartzite, chert, 
rhyolite, and quartz, weighing over 11.5 kg, the overwhelming majority (6,889 pieces, or 98.9 %) 
being knapping debitage. The debitage assemblage consisted almost entirely of quartzite, with 
chert (13 pieces), rhyolite (2 pieces), and quartz (4 pieces) present in only trace frequencies. 
While the small rhyolite, quartz and chert debitage collection consists entirely of small 
sharpening and repair flakes, the quartzite assemblage includes a wide diversity of debitage, 
including cobble fragments, shatter, and primary, secondary and tertiary flakes, as well as micro-
debitage. The quartzites exhibit some colour variation, although all appear to be varieties of the 
local grey, grey-tan, grey-pink, and reddish-purple quartzites. Both the debitage and the lithic 
tool assemblage were mainly concentrated in the vicinity of Feature 1. 

4.5.2.1 Artifacts 

FfCi-02 Locus E yielded a collection of 76 finished precontact artifacts (Table 6.1, Photos 48-52). 
Of these, two bifaces (e.g. Photo 48: A) and one endscraper (Photo 49: M) were manufactured 
from chert, and one linear flake of rhyolite (Photo 50: N); the remainder of the finished artifacts 
were of quartzite. With respect to artifact types, 26 pieces (34.2 % of the assemblage) consisted 
of bifaces and biface fragments. Otherwise, the collection included 18 linear flakes, eight 
preforms, seven retouched and utilized flakes, two cores, and one whetstone/abrader. Most 
noteworthy was the unusually large collection of 14 scrapers. 

The 26 bifaces or fragments recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E are predominantly of quartzite, and 
stylistically quite comparable to those from nearby Locus A. These include biface tips that clearly 
derive from broad, thin, well-made knives (Photo 48: B-C), while others are more likely to be 
lanceolate. Basal fragments appear generally to be from slender, lanceolate knives with 
squared, often markedly asymmetric or slightly tapered bases (e.g. Photo 48: G-J). Noteworthy 
specimens include three joining fragments from a complete square-based asymmetric-bladed 
bifacial knife (Photo 48: K), The majority of biface bases and tips recovered from Locus E, as well 
as Locus A, appear to derive from bifacial knives of this type. Another complete specimen 
recovered from Locus E is a broad lanceolate biface similar in form to the fragmented example, 
but significantly smaller (Photo 48: F). Finally, we may note is the base of a well-formed bifacial 
knife or point of pale lavender-coloured chert (Photo 48: A). The base appears to have been 
refinished after breakage, and formerly to have been notched.  
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Photo 48 Selected Bifaces or Biface Fragments Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E 

The 14 scrapers recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E, all but one made from quartzite, represent an 
unusually large collection of these tools. Some are distal working-edge fragments from scrapers 
of indeterminate shape (e.g. Photo 49: B-C, F). Others are in a variety of somewhat expedient 
forms; these include an unusually formal-looking expedient flake scraper made on small cobble 
spall (Photo 49: A), a large linear flake with unifacial retouch and usewear along both straight 
lateral margins (Photo 49: D), a lightly-used asymmetric endscraper, approaching teardrop in 
form (Photo 49: E), a cortical flake scraper (Photo 49: G), and all but the base of a thin, well-
made chert scraper, likely originally teardrop-shaped (Photo 49: M). 

However, the collection is most notable for a group of relatively large, thick, elongated 
teardrop- and tapered-stem formal endscrapers (e.g. Photo 49: E, H-L). Although these are not 
highly-finished in most cases, bifacial retouch on the proximal lateral margins indicates that 
these tapered stems are a deliberate hafting modification. In some cases, these exhibit cobble 
cortex on their dorsal surfaces (e.g. Photo 49: H, J) and are clearly manufactured from cobble 
spalls. 
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Photo 49 Scrapers Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E 
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The small collection of 18 linear flakes (Photo 50) included one unusually large blade of rhyolite 
with unifacial usewear along one lateral margin (Photo 50: N). The remainder (Photo 50: A-M) 
were of quartzite, predominantly single-arris blade-like flakes, but two had double arrises (Photo 
50: B, K).  

 
Photo 50 Selected Linear Flakes Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E 
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Of the eight preforms recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E, most are tips or lateral fragments from 
performs of indeterminate form (e.g. Photo 51: A-B). The three bases recovered include two 
tapered, more-or-less squared bases from broad, thick, probably leaf-shaped preforms (Photo 
51: D-E), while the third appears to be from a narrow-bladed lanceolate preform (Photo 51: C) 

 
Photo 51 Selected Preforms Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E 
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Other lithic tools recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E included two flake cores (e.g. Photo 52: F), and 
one abrader with striae visible on one surface (Photo 52: E). The remainder of the collection 
includes seven retouched and utilized flakes (e.g. Photo 52: A-D, G). The majority exhibit 
unifacial usewear along straight or convex edges and appear to have served as expedient 
scraping tools.  

 

Photo 52 Miscellaneous Lithic Artifacts Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus E 
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4.5.3 Interpretation and Summary 

FfCi-02 Locus E yielded a moderately large lithic assemblage composed almost entirely of 
quartzite cobbles, shatter, and flakes. The collection of finished artifacts includes bifaces and 
biface fragments, linear flakes, preforms, retouched and utilized flakes, cores, an abrader, and 
an unusually large assemblage of scrapers, including large formal endscrapers. The raw 
materials and the biface forms are compatible with a North West River Phase cultural affiliation. 
However, the high frequency of formal endscrapers contrasts with North West River Phase sites as 
originally-defined. But for the raw material employed (local quartzites as opposed to rhyolite), 
the thick formal teardrop-shaped endscrapers are more compatible with an early Intermediate-
period Charles Complex cultural affiliation (Fitzhugh 1972).  

Functionally, the lithic assemblage from Locus E is quite distinct from that recovered from Locus 
A nearby (see Table 6.1). In fact, it is almost complementary; while projectile points were 
abundant at Locus A they are lacking at Locus E; scrapers on the other hand, scarce at Locus A, 
are a significant element in the Locus E assemblage. Linear flakes were also significantly less well-
represented in the Locus E collection than in that from Locus A. It is tempting to suggest that 
Locus E was a specialized activity area associated with Locus A, but the fact that Locus E did 
yield a hearth feature, with a fairly complete artifact assemblage indicating a range of 
domestic activities, suggests that it may represent a distinct occupation of its own, albeit with 
clear functional differences from Locus A, in that hide-preparation was a more important activity 
than hunting. FfCi-02 Locus E is therefore interpreted as a small encampment set a short distance 
further back from the shore than Locus A and perhaps with rather different site functions and 
season of occupation.  

4.6 FfCi-02 Locus F 

Locus F (Photo 53) marks the western and northern limits of FfCi-02. It is located northwest of the 
contiguous Locus B and C and is bordered on its western side by the small creek that separates 
FfCi-02 from FfCi-01. A total of 90 m2 was excavated at this locus in 2015 (Figure 4-16). Locus F is 
primarily a precontact occupation site with a collection of historic materials recovered from a 
small defined area to the east of the locus.  
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Photo 53 View Looking North across FfCi-02 Locus F 

 

4.6.1 Site Stratigraphy and Features 

The basic stratigraphy at FfCi-02 Locus F (Figure 4-17) displays the typical soil development profile 
encountered at most loci at FfCi-02. A layer of sphagnum moss and forest litter of variable 
thickness (5-25 cm) overlays a gray-white, silty-sand A Horizon. This A Horizon, the occupation 
layer for the precontact component of the site, also varied in thickness, from 2 cm to 
occasionally as much as 10 cm. This white silty layer transitions into a sterile, iron rich, orange-red, 
silty-sand B Horizon. The majority of variability seen in the stratigraphic layers, most notable in the 
east-west profile, is likely related to the slope present to the west of the Locus. 
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Figure 4-16 Plan of Excavations at FfCi-02 Locus F  
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Figure 4-17 FfCi-02 Locus F - Profile 
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4.6.1.1  Feature 1 

Feature 1 (Figure 4-16) is a diffuse cluster of lithic artifacts and debitage measuring 
approximately 2.5 x 5 m and situated in the centre of Locus F. The feature is composed almost 
exclusively of quartzite but also contains all but one piece of the rhyolite assemblage from this 
Locus. No large rocks, firebroken or otherwise, were recovered, nor any significant charcoal or 
bone. To the southwest, the debitage scatter continues at a lower density down the gentle 
slope toward the edge of the terrace overlooking the brook. The lack of evidence of a hearth, 
along with the density of recovered debitage, leads to the interpretation of this feature as a 
short term tool manufacture area or possibly a special activity area for one of the other 
habitation areas on the site. 

4.6.2 Cultural Materials  

FfCi-02 F yielded a large collection of 29,370 lithic pieces of quartzite, rhyolite, chert, and quartz, 
weighing over 36 kg, the majority (34,807 pieces, or 98.7 %) being knapping debitage. The 
debitage assemblage consisted almost entirely of quartzite, with Ramah (7 pieces), and quartz 
(7 pieces) present in low amounts. Rhyolite, while still a small percentage of the total collection, 
is more plentiful on Locus F than elsewhere on FfCi-02, with 229 pieces including tools and 
debitage. While the rhyolite and quartz debitage consists entirely of small sharpening and repair 
flakes, the quartzite assemblage includes the range of flaking debitage, including cobble 
fragments, shatter, and primary, secondary and tertiary flakes, as well as micro-debitage.  

4.6.2.1 Lithic Artifacts 

In addition to debitage, FfCi-02 Locus D contained a large collection of 350 precontact artifacts 
(Table 6-1, Photos 54-58). Of these, 115 (32.9%) were linear flakes. An additional 101 pieces 
(28.9%) were utilized flakes, although this number may be inflated due to the fragile nature of 
quartzite, with damaged edges easily being mistaken for usewear. No other formal tool type 
accounted for more than 25% of the collection. Other tool types included 79 bifaces and biface 
fragments, 18 preforms, 12 retouched flakes, seven scrapers, and six core fragments. 

The projectile points and point fragments in the collection from Locus F include a high proportion 
of intact stems and bases. One variety of base exhibits a straight, square stem with rising 
shoulders (Photo 54: A-B). A variation on this type is a slightly expanding stem with square 
shoulders possibly corner notched (Photo 54: C) One unusual piece was a point made from a 
high quality rhyolite that exhibits basal thinning (Photo 54: D); this is the only tool that shows this 
variety of hafting and may have been an attempt to curate a larger broken biface. The final 
piece pictured (Photo 54: E) is an unusual waisted-stem example with a slightly asymmetric 
blade that may suggest it functioned as a knife; however, its size and similarity to points 
collected from Locus A support its inclusion here. Although quartzite dominates the lithic 
assemblage overall, nearly half (41%) of the projectile points were made of non-local Ramah 
and rhyolite.  
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Photo 54 Selected Projectile Points Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F 

Of the 79 bifaces or fragments recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F, a third are tips from bifaces of 
indeterminate form. The majority of bases appear to be rounded (e.g. Photo 55: A-D, H,), from 
knives of apparently pentagonal or leaf-shaped form. Fewer bases appear to be from 
asymmetrically-straight-based bifaces, likely of relatively slender lanceolate form (e.g. Photo 55: 
I-L). A third base variety exhibits a rectangular stem with asymmetric shoulders, likely from broad, 
thin knives (Photo 55: E-G), an interesting example from this set is a small finely-flaked knife with a 
curved working edge and a straight-backed edge which is made of a high quality, possibly non-
local, quartzite. Other notable objects include two leaf shaped quartzite bifaces that were each 
refitted from three separate pieces (Photo 55: A-B). Neither of these tools exhibit noticeable 
usewear and were likely broken during production.   
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Photo 55 Selected Bifaces or Biface Fragments Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F 
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The collection of 115 linear flakes (Photo 56) was entirely made of quartzite except for three 
small rhyolite blades. Four examples had double arrises, and 50% (n=57) exhibited some usewear 
along one or both lateral margins (Photo 56: G-I). There appear to be two clusters of sizes among 
the recovered linear flakes: some were relatively large blades (Photo 56: G-I), but the majority 
were relatively small (Photo 56: A-F). The high numbers of these small-sized linear flakes may point 
to some of these flakes being the result of parallel flaking of larger tools rather than the 
purposeful production of microblades.  

 
Photo 56 Selected Linear Flakes Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F 
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The majority of the 18 preforms recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F are tips, midsections, and lateral 
fragments of indeterminate form. Where form can be determined, oval and leaf-shaped 
varieties appear to be the most prevalent (e.g. Photo 57: C, D). Only a single complete 
specimen was recovered, this being a roughly-shaped lanceolate blade (Photo 57: A). One 
unique example is potentially an early-production scraper (Photo 57: E).  

 

Photo 57 Selected Preforms Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F 
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The lithic artifact collection from FfCi-02 Locus F included seven scrapers, all made from 
quartzite. Only two examples are formal scrapers, both roughly teardrop-shaped, but one is 
quite fragmented (Photo 58: A-B). The remaining examples are a variety of expedient tools 
including a small cobble flake with unifacial retouch, a linear flake with distal unifacial flaking 
and three fragmentary unifacial tools made on flakes which may also be from scrapers. 

 

 

Photo 58 Selected Scrapers Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F 
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4.6.2.2 Historic Artifacts 

There was a small (n=17) collection of historic artifacts recovered from the organic duff and the 
top of the A Horizon in the northeastern portion of Locus F, where the terrace top is relatively 
level. The most numerous object type consisted of seven pieces of tin which appear to have 
been cut from a larger piece (Photo 59: C). Two pieces of glass were also recovered, both thin-
walled and clearly curved, suggesting that they derive from a vessel (or lamp chimney) rather 
than window panes (Photo 59: F). The two nails are of different styles, despite being recovered 
close together and at a similar depth: one (Photo 59: G) is machine cut and looks to be unused. 
The second nail is a highly-corroded common drawn wire nail. The only ceramic object 
recovered (Photo 59: A) is from a sponge-decorated bowl, likely the same vessel as the two 
spongeware sherds recovered at Locus B. Other pieces recovered include a wire loop (Photo 
59: E), a flat wide tin cover (Photo 59: H), and a possible metal button. One firearm-related 
object was recovered: a brass 12-gauge cartridge base (Photo 59: B). The shotgun cartridge is of 
the paper-casing type and has been fired. Despite being obscured due to corrosion most of the 
headstamp is still legible, stamped with a “12” and an eight-pointed star surrounding the primer. 
This eight-pointed star is a logo of the Union Metallic Cartridge Company; the lack of text and 
the outer incised line suggest a date of manufacture in approximately the 1880s (see Union 
Metallic Cartridge Co, 1884: 14).  

 

Photo 59 Selected Historic Artifacts Recovered from FfCi-02 Locus F 
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4.6.3 Interpretation and Summary 

FfCi-02 Locus F yielded a lithic assemblage composed primarily of quartzite cobbles, shatter, and 
flakes with trace amounts of rhyolite, chert and quartz debitage. The assemblage of artifacts, as 
with other loci at the site, was primarily of linear and utilized flakes but also included a high 
proportion of bifaces and biface fragments. Additionally, some projectile points, retouched 
flakes and scrapers were recovered. Locus F is thus comparable to Locus A in terms of the 
relative frequencies of lithic tool types. The pattern of raw material use is also similar, although 
rhyolite is more common, and there is also a small collection of Ramah pieces. The biface forms 
and square-stemmed projectile point styles from Locus F are also comparable to those from 
Locus A, as is the low frequency of formal scrapers.  

The small collection of historic objects from Locus F is difficult to place in a larger context. 
Despite the few objects that suggest a late 19th early 20th century no specific date or land use 
can be suggested. The shared presence of sponged-ware sherds in both Locus F and Locus B, 
along with the general comparability of the datable materials, suggests that the historic material 
may best be considered an extension of the mid-late 19th century historic Innu occupation at 
Locus B.  

Locus F is unique for FfCi-02 in its proportion of non-quartzite finished tools. The high proportion of 
tools made from more exotic raw materials, including two finished projectile points made from 
Ramah, demonstrate access to, and curation of, non-local materials. The inclusion of these 
imported tools along with the lack of formal hearth or obvious occupation area suggest that this 
locus was a short term occupation area that was primarily used for the production of tools while 
in route to other locations.  
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5.0 STAGE 3 RECOVERY RESULTS: FGCG-01 

FgCg-01 is situated on the northern side of Churchill River at Sandy Banks, approximately 20 km 
west of the Muskrat Falls portage and mid-way between Muskrat Falls and Gull Lake. FgCg-01 is 
comprised of four separate loci – Locus A, B, C and D. Recovery work at the western end of the 
site in 2014 focused on Locus A and Locus B (Stantec 2015). The objective of the 2015 recovery 
program was to complete the recovery at Locus A and Locus B, to test Locus C, and to further 
delineate precontact and historic-period features and artifact deposits, including the 19th-
century HBC trading post (Locus D), located northeast of Locus B (Figure 5-1). 
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Figure 5-1 Overview Plan of Site Loci at FgCg-01 
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The results of recovery operations at the site are summarized below for each locus.  

5.1 FgCg-01 Locus A 

FgCg-01 Locus A is situated near the edge of a relatively level and well-drained terrace that 
varies between 6 m and 8 m above the river. This site locus is fronted by a narrow sandy beach 
on which canoes and “flats” could be landed and deployed during the ice-free months, thus, it 
was likely a desirable place to camp while travelling up or downriver. Recovery work at Locus A 
in 2015 involved completing the excavation of six features (Features 1 to 6) initially identified and 
partially recovered in 2014. 

5.1.1 Site Stratigraphy and Features 

The basic stratigraphy recorded during the recovery of the six Features at Locus A in 2015 did not 
differ from that recorded in 2014 (Stantec 2015).  

5.1.1.1 Feature 1 

Feature 1 was a small, somewhat diffuse cobble hearth; cultural materials recovered in 
association with the feature in 2014 included a small quantity of quartzite flakes and two chert 
artifacts, along with 15 sherds of low-fired, grit-tempered Aboriginal ceramic (Stantec 2015). The 
complete dismantling and recovery of Feature 1 in 2015 did not reveal any additional cultural 
materials or stratigraphic information.  

5.1.1.2 Feature 2 

Feature 2 was situated eight metres to the south of Feature 1 at the terrace edge approximately 
7 m above the river. Recovery work here in 2014 revealed a diffuse yet somewhat linear 
alignment of fire-cracked cobbles and an associated assemblage of quantize and Ramah 
flakes. While excavation of one 2 m x 2 m Unit at the southern end of this feature in 2015 
exposed a small number of additional heat-fractured cobbles (Figure 5-2 Photo 60), no 
additional flakes or artifacts were recovered. 

5.1.1.3 Feature 3 

Feature 3, situated approximately 6 m back from the terrace-edge at Locus A, was a roughly 
circular and partially disturbed cobble hearth structure, which in 2014 revealed a small 
assemblage of historic artifacts (Stantec 2015). A small number of artifacts were recovered from 
the feature in 2015.  

5.1.1.4 Feature 4 

Feature 4 was situated approximately 6 m north of Feature 3, and was a relatively-intact and 
approximately rectangular-shaped arrangement of fire-cracked stones. Due to the limited 
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quantity of material culture recovered from this area in 2014 (two sherds of whiteware or 
ironstone), precise dating was uncertain. On completion of recovery in 2015, no additional 
artifacts were collected, but charcoal samples were retrieved from among and immediately 
beneath the rocks. 

5.1.1.5 Features 5 and 6 

The remaining two features investigated at Locus A (Features 5 and 6) were essentially deposits 
of brown-beige beach-sand, with no directly-associated artifacts recovered either in 2014, or on 
completion of recovery in 2015.  

 

Photo 60 View Looking North across FgCg-01 Locus A Showing Feature 2 
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Figure 5-2 Plan of Excavations at FgCg-01 Locus A, with test pits at Locus C included as well as the midden outline
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5.1.2 Cultural Materials  

No artifacts were recovered from Features 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 in 2015. 

Recovery work at Feature 3 in 2015 yielded two additional sherds of whiteware from beneath 
one of the larger hearth stones. Both are brimsherds from what was likely an average-sized 
dinner-plate. Decoration consists of a dark blue painted band overlying an embossed and 
thickened edge that incorporates a stylized floral and dot pattern, sometimes referred to as a 
leaf or fern frond. Edged-ware ceramics of this type generally date to the 1820s-1830s (Miller 
1980, 1991), although production may have continued throughout the 1840s (Miller 1987). 
Several fragments of the same material were recovered in 2014, and it is almost certain that the 
artifacts from both 2014 and 2015 pertain to the same vessel and date the same occupation. 

5.1.3 Interpretation and Summary 

No additional evidence was recovered to refine the interpretations of Features 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 of 
Locus A, while additional cultural materials recovered from Feature 3 in 2015 are consistent with 
those recovered in 2014.  

While the number of artifacts recovered from Locus A in 2014 and 2015 was relatively small, the 
assemblage of cultural materials, including artifacts and features, do indicate that this location 
on the Churchill River has seen intermittent and seasonal use from the precontact period 
through the 19th century.  

The early-historic occupation of Locus A is represented primarily by Feature 3 (and possibly 
Features 5 and 6), interpreted as the remains of Innu campsites associated with the Sandy Banks 
HBC post (Stantec 2015). The dateable historic edged-ware ceramics associated with Feature 3 
hearth appear to be contemporary with the Sandy Banks HBC Post  situated 70 m to the east at 
FgCg-01 Locus D; certain identical, early-mid 19th century ceramic sherds were recovered from 
Locus D in 2015 (see Section 5.4. below). More specifically, Locus A Feature 3 appears to be 
contemporary with the early period of operation of the Post (ca.1830s-1850s). 

5.2 FgCg-01 Locus B 

Locus B is situated in the centre of FgCg-01, east of Locus A, west of Locus D and southeast of 
Locus C (Photo 61). Located near the edge of a relatively level and well-drained terrace, Locus 
B is fronted by a narrow sandy beach which supports a thick growth of alder and willow. 
Although the terrace is slightly deflated in places, the terrain rises approximately 2.5 m from the 
southern edge to the northern extremity of the site (Photo 62). Previous recovery work at Locus B 
determined that the stratigraphy in this area (unlike the other loci at the site) is not typical for a 
precontact occupation of this period in the Churchill River valley and is considered to be 
relatively complex as a result of natural processes. 
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The objective of the 2015 recovery program was to complete the recovery at Locus B, which 
began in 2014. A total of 168 m2 was excavated at Locus B in 2015. 

 

Photo 61 Aerial view of FgCg-01 Locus A (right) and Locus B (left) 
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Photo 62 View Looking East across FgCg-01 Locus B during Recovery Work in 2015 

5.2.1 Site Stratigraphy and Features 

Excavations conducted at Locus B in 2014 and 2015 (Figure 5-3) exposed two relatively large 
cultural features dating to the precontact period (Features 7 and 8), as well as a dense 
concentration of cultural material situated at the northeastern edge of the locus (Feature 9). 
Recovery work at Locus B also confirmed the complex and unusual nature of the stratigraphy, 
particularly at the western end of the locus (Figures 5-4, 5-5). The stratigraphy at FgCg-01 Locus B 
revealed a complex series of 15 depositional episodes, some extensive and some relatively 
localized, rather than the podzolic soil development horizons normally evident at precontact 
sites in the Churchill Valley; consequently, stratigraphy at FgCg-01 Locus B was recorded by 
depositional “Level” rather than by soil “Horizon.” 

A stratigraphic profile recorded along an east to west axis revealed an upper layer of duff (Level 
1), ranging in thickness between 5 to 20 cm, which overlay a relatively consistent, albeit 
intermittent, thin grey layer of sand (Level 2). The A Horizon terminated at a light orange-brown, 
iron-enriched, silty-sand (Level 3), which varied in thickness from 28 cm at the western end of the 
locus to 7 cm at the eastern end. This, in turn, overlay a brownish-grey, densely compacted, silty 
clay (Level 4), which varied in thickness from 5 to 30 cm. The layer of silty clay transitioned into a 
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more uniform clay deposit containing pockets of silty clay in the eastern half of Locus B. An 
underlying layer of brown coarse, loosely compacted sand (Level 5) was determined to be 
culturally sterile (Figure 5-4). 

Unlike Locus A, where the majority of cultural materials were recovered relatively close to the 
base of the duff, precontact lithic debitage and artifacts in Locus B were recovered up to 60 cm 
below the surface. Indeed, the deepest cultural deposits occurred at the western end of the 
locus. This was confirmed by a series of deep 1 m2 test units excavated at regular intervals across 
the central portion of the site, which revealed multiple deposits of sand and clay. Although the 
stratigraphy was generally consistent across the east-west axis, cultural material encountered at 
the eastern end of the locus were situated relatively close to the ground surface. 

Another stratigraphic profile, recorded along an east to west axis in the vicinity of a dense 
concentration of cultural material situated at the northeastern edge of the locus, revealed an 
upper layer of duff (Level 1) that overlay a thin grey sandy A Horizon (Level 2). The A Horizon 
overlay a light-brown, iron-enriched, silty sand (Level 3), which varied in thickness from 7 to 20 
cm. An underlying brown silty clay (Level 14) terminated near the centre of the profile. Below 
this, a consistent brown sandy clay layer (Level 15), approximately 15 cm thick, was 
encountered and determined to be culturally sterile. Although the profile within the northern 
portion of Locus B was similar to that recorded across the locus, differences in soil colour, texture 
and depth of deposits were noted. Cultural material was also recovered relatively close to the 
ground surface.  

A stratigraphic profile recorded along a north to south axis within the western portion of Locus B 
(Figure 5-5) revealed an upper layer of duff (Level 1), ranging in thickness between 3 to 15 cm, 
which overlay a relatively consistent thin grey layer of sand (Level 2). The A Horizon terminated 
at an orange-brown silty-sandy clay (Level 3), which varied in thickness from 5 to 35 cm. This, in 
turn, overlay a brownish-grey, densely compacted, silty clay (Level 4), which varied in thickness 
from 4 to 30 cm, at the northern end of the locus, and contained pockets of fused soil particles 
or aggregates, perhaps formed by movements of the soil during freeze-thaw cycles or exposure 
to running water. The layer of silty clay transitioned into a more uniform clay deposit containing 
pockets, and overlying deposits, of silty clay. An underlying layer of brown coarse, loosely 
compacted sand (Level 5) was determined to be culturally sterile (Figure 5-5). 

When compared to the north-south profile recorded in 2014 at the eastern end of Locus B, the 
stratigraphy within the western portion of the locus, as it relates to cultural occupation, is 
considered to be relatively complex. As stated above, excavations conducted in 2014 and 2015 
exposed two relatively large cultural features dating to the precontact period (Features 7 and 
8), as well as a dense concentration of cultural material situated at the northeastern edge of the 
locus.
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Figure 5-3 Plan View of Excavations at FgCg-01 Locus B 
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Figure 5-4 FgCg-01 Locus B – East-West Profile 
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Figure 5-5 FgCg-01 Locus B – North-South Profile
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5.2.1.1 Feature 7 

Feature 7 is a linear, diffuse boulder and cobble hearth feature measuring approximately 5 m 
long, north to south, by approximately 1.5 m east to west (Photo 63). Located at the western end 
of Locus B near the edge of the terrace overlooking the river, Feature 7 appeared to be in situ, 
situated primarily within a brownish-grey, densely compacted, silty clay (Level 4). Composed of 
heat-shattered rock, quartzite cobble, and other rocks of varying shapes and sizes, the feature 
was flanked by dense concentrations of lithic debitage and artifacts, including eleven sherds of 
grit-tempered ceramic recovered in 2014. The horizontal distribution of associated material 
culture is spread over an area measuring approximately 8 m by 4 m, with the highest 
concentration being located at the northern end of the feature. An underlying layer of orange 
sandy clay (Level 13), which appeared to have been altered by exposure to intense heat, 
contained pockets of sand, lithic debitage, charcoal, calcined bone fragments and residue, 
and traces of red ochre. Radiocarbon analysis of a charcoal sample taken from Feature 7 
yielded a date of 1900 ± 39 radiocarbon years BP (UOC-1134). At the northern end of the 
feature, this orange sandy clay (Level 13) terminated at the deposit of brown course sand (Level 
5), determined to be culturally sterile, while at the southern end, it overlay the more uniform clay 
deposit associated with the brownish-grey silty clay (Level 4). This indicates that the original living 
surface was not comprised of a uniform soil deposit. The deepest cultural deposits at Locus B 
occurred in the vicinity of Feature 7, where precontact lithic debitage and artifacts were 
recovered up to 0.60 m below surface (Figure 5-6 ), at the very bottom of the brownish-grey silty 
clay (Level 4) . 
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Photo 63 View Looking North across Feature 7 at FgCg-01 Locus B during 
Recovery Work in 2015  
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Figure 5-6 FgCg-01 Locus B – North-South Profile Indicating the Vertical Distribution of Artifacts
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5.2.1.2 Feature 8 

Feature 8 is another linear-shaped alignment of boulders and cobbles measuring approximately 
3 m long, north to south, by approximately 2 m across, east to west (Photo 64). Situated at the 
eastern end of Locus B, Feature 8 is composed of heat-shattered rock, quartzite cobble, and 
other rocks of varying shapes and sizes. The feature was flanked by dense concentrations of 
lithic debitage and artifacts, as well as a small selection of calcined bone fragments and two 
charcoal samples. The horizontal distribution of associated material culture is spread over an 
area measuring approximately 8 m by 6 m. A reddened soil was noted under some of the 
smaller stones, suggesting exposure to intense heat. Unlike Feature 7, which is clearly associated 
with the brownish-grey, densely compacted, silty clay (Level 4), Feature 8 is situated within the 
orange-brown silty-sandy clay (Level 3). Based on the results of the series of deep 1 m2 test units 
excavated at regular intervals across the central portion of the site, the underlying stratigraphy in 
the vicinity of Feature 8, consisting of multiple alternating deposits of sand and clay, is consistent 
with that encountered in the western portion of the locus. No material culture associated with 
Feature 8, however, was recovered from the underlying clay deposit.  

 

Photo 64 View Looking North across Feature 8 at FgCg-01 Locus B  
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5.2.1.3 Feature 9 

In addition to the hearth features noted above, a dense concentration of cultural material was 
located at the northeastern edge of the locus. The majority of this area was excavated during 
the 2014 recovery program and the objective of the 2015 program was to confirm that 
culturally-sterile soil had been reached and that there were no underlying deposits. This area, 
which contained a diffuse scatter of heat-shattered rock and quartzite cobble, yielded a dense 
concentration of lithic debitage; however no calcined bone fragments or charcoal samples 
were recovered. Although the profile within the northern portion of Locus B was similar to that 
recorded across the locus, differences in soil colour, texture and depth of deposits were noted. 
Cultural material was primarily recovered from the layer of light brown, iron-enriched, silty sand 
(Level 3). 

5.2.2 Cultural Materials  

The 2015 recovery program at Locus B yielded a collection of 5,353 lithic pieces of primarily 
quartzite and chert, weighing approximately 16 kg, the vast majority (5,332 pieces, or 99.6 %) 
being knapping debitage. The assemblage consisted almost entirely of quartzite, with chert and 
Ramah (69 pieces in all) present in smaller frequencies. Although Ramah was the most common 
(31 pieces, or 44.9 %), the sample also included white, light and dark grey, black, red and purple 
chert, of which a trace amount was compatible with Saunders Chert (2 pieces), derived from an 
as yet unknown source in central Labrador. The black chert (9 Pieces) resembles Ordovician 
cherts found on the Island of Newfoundland. Other materials, including rhyolite (2 pieces) and 
feldspar (1 piece) were present only in trace quantities.  

When combined with the assemblage recovered from 2014, Locus B yielded a total of 17,038 
lithic pieces of primarily quartzite and chert, weighing approximately 57 kg, the vast majority 
(16,808 pieces, or 98.6 %) being knapping debitage. The total combined assemblage consisted 
almost entirely of quartzite, although chert and Ramah (233 pieces, or 1.4 %) were present in 
smaller frequencies, with Ramah being the most common (43 pieces). Other materials, including 
quartz, rhyolite and feldspar, were present only in trace quantities. While the majority of the chert 
debitage collection consisted entirely of small sharpening and repair flakes, the quartzite 
assemblage included a wide diversity of debitage, including cobble fragments, shatter, and 
primary, secondary and tertiary flakes, as well as pieces of micro-debitage. The quartzites 
exhibited some colour variation, although all appeared to be varieties of the local grey, grey-
tan, and grey-pink quartzites. 

There is some variation in raw material frequency between features. The lithic concentration 
recovered in 2015 associated with Feature 7 is the most varied; although quartzite dominated 
the assemblage (98.8 %), 63 pieces of other lithic material represent 1.3 % of the collection, 
including 27 pieces that were Ramah and 2 pieces that were compatible with Saunders Chert. 
Other materials, including rhyolite (2 pieces) and feldspar (1 piece) were present only in trace 
quantities. When combined with the assemblage recovered from 2014, Feature 7 was 
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dominated by quartzite with 3,222 pieces, 216 pieces of chert, as well as trace quantities of 
quartz, rhyolite and feldspar. 

Lithic material recovered in 2015 from Feature 8 was also dominated by quartzite, representing 
99.7 % of the assemblage, but less diverse than Feature 7. A single piece of Ramah was also 
recovered. This is consistent with the 2014 collection, of which 99.9 % was quartzite. When 
combined with the assemblage recovered from 2014, Feature 8 was dominated by quartzite 
with 12 pieces of other lithic material, three of which were Ramah, and a single piece of quartz. 

The lithic concentration recovered in 2015 associated with the northeastern cluster is also 
dominated by quartzite, representing 98.5 % of the assemblage. Ramah (3 pieces) represented 
1.5 % of the assemblage. In 2014, quartzite represented 100 % of the assemblage. 

While the debitage was spread over Feature 7, Feature 8 and the northeastern cluster, the 
distribution of lithic tools was mainly associated with Feature 7. 

5.2.2.1 Artifacts 

The 2015 recovery program at Locus B yielded a collection of 347 artifacts. Raw material 
frequency was similar to the debitage in that quartzite predominated, with 334 of these (96.25 %) 
being of quartzite, and 13 of chert or Ramah (3.75 %). The assemblage included 16 bifaces and 
biface fragments, three preforms, 139 linear flakes, 177 retouched and utilized flakes, four cores 
and two hammer stones (Table 6.1, Photos 65-70). 

When combined with the artifacts collected in 2014, Locus B yielded a total of 542 artifacts, with 
510 of these (94 %) being of quartzite and 32 of chert or Ramah (6 %). The total assemblage 
included three projectile points, seven scrapers, 50 bifaces and biface fragments, 23 preforms, 
249 linear flakes, 197 retouched and utilized flakes, four cores and three hammer stones. The 
presence of chert was much higher among artifacts than among the debitage. In addition to 
the lithic artifacts, eleven sherds of grit-tempered ceramic were recovered in 2014. The majority 
of these artifacts were recovered in association with Feature 7 and Feature 8. In particular, 
projectile points and scrapers were recovered from both features, while ceramic sherds were 
only recovered from Feature 7. 

Sixteen bifaces and biface fragments were recovered during excavation at Locus B in 2015, the 
majority of which (15 pieces) were quartzite, while the remainder (1 piece) was fashioned from a 
black chert that may derive from sources on the Island of Newfoundland. Although two of the 
bifaces were relatively complete (Photo 65: A and B), the majority were tip, basal or lateral 
fragments from bifaces of indeterminate form (Photo 66: A – G). There were also two cross-
mending pieces recovered from a larger convex-edged biface (Photo 66:  B, E). Of the relatively 
complete bifaces (Photo 65: A and B), one is an ovoid, well-formed biface and the other is a 
large asymmetrical tool that likely served as a knife. 

 



LOWER CHURCHILL HYDROELECTRIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 2015 HISTORIC RESOURCES 
ASSESSMENT AND RECOVERY PROGRAM 

STAGE 3 RECOVERY RESULTS: FGCG-01  
June 2, 2016 

 131 File No: 121413500 

 

Photo 65 Complete Bifaces Recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 
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Photo 66 Selected Biface Fragments Recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 
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The collection included 177 retouched flakes (: A-H) and utilized flakes (Photo 68: A-I). Although 
the majority (96.6 %) were quartzite, three retouched flakes of chert (Photo 67: A, B),  one of 
which was Ramah, along with one utilized flake of chert and one of Ramah, were also 
recovered. Most of these expedient tools were irregular in form and exhibited unifacial retouch 
or use-wear along edges with straight, convex, concave and sinuous margins. The overwhelming 
majority of retouched and utilized flakes were found in association with Feature 7. 

 

Photo 67 Selected Retouched Flakes Recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 
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Photo 68 Selected Utilized Flakes Recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 
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Excavation at Locus B in 2015 also recovered 139 linear flakes (Photo 69: L), the majority of which 
(95 %) were quartzite and seven of which were chert. Linear flakes represent the most frequent 
artifact type from the combined assemblage (49.5 %). Although the collection included some 
“macroblades” (Photo 69: A-L), most were small, single-arris blade-like flakes, sixteen of which 
exhibited retouch along one edge.  

 

Photo 69 Selected Linear Flakes Recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 
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Two hammer stones were also recovered from Feature 7 (Photo 70: A and B), both of which 
exhibited use-wear at one end.  

 

Photo 70 Hammer stones Recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 

5.2.3 Interpretation and Summary 

Excavations at FgCg-01 Locus B in 2014 and 2015 exposed three cultural features dating to the 
precontact period (Features 7, 8 and 9). In 2015, recovery work was focused on expanding 
excavation horizontally to completely encompass the distribution of cultural material, and 
vertically in order to reach sterile subsoil. The complexity of recovery work at Locus B derived 
from the fact that the site stratigraphy was quite atypical of precontact occupations in the 
Churchill Valley. More specifically, precontact lithic debitage and artifacts were encountered to 
unusual depths (up to 60 cm below surface) within multiple alternating deposits of sand and 
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clay. The complex stratigraphy observed at Locus B indicated the area had been subjected to 
naturally-occurring disturbance, such as slope failure and/or flooding events. 

In an effort to better understand possible site formation processes, a site visit was made to a 
recent slope failure, located on the southern side of the Churchill River, southwest of FgCg-01, 
which confirmed the dynamic nature of the landscape following mass wasting events along the 
river, and revealed similar alternating deposits of sand and clay. An analysis of the complex 
stratigraphy at Locus B also revealed that the depth of the deposits, particularly the silty clay 
(Level 4), which varied in depth from approximately 1 cm to 45 cm within an area extending 
approximately 8 m in length, was significantly greater at the northern portion of the site and 
gradually decreased to the south, where it ultimately terminated several metres north of the 
terrace edge. This suggests that the area was indeed subjected to a past slope failure event. 

The deepest deposits at Locus B occurred in the vicinity of Feature 7, situated perpendicular to 
the terrace edge at the western end of Locus B. Measuring approximately 5 m x 1.5 m, Feature 7 
is a linear, diffuse boulder and cobble hearth feature located primarily within a brownish-grey, 
densely compacted, silty clay (Level 4). Material culture was also recovered from an overlying 
deposit of orange-brown silty-sandy clay (Level 3). The horizontal distribution of associated 
material culture, which is dominated by quartzite debitage, is spread over an area measuring 
approximately 8 m x 4 m, and included lithic debris and artifacts, charcoal, calcined bone 
fragments and residue, grit-tempered ceramics and traces of red ochre. Radiocarbon analysis 
of a charcoal sample taken from Feature 7 yielded a date of 1900 ± 39 radiocarbon years BP 
(UOC-1134). 

Feature 8, situated perpendicular to the terrace edge at the eastern end of Locus B, is another 
linear, diffuse boulder and cobble hearth feature. Measuring approximately 3 m x 2 m, Feature 8 
is situated within an orange-brown silty-sandy clay (Level 3). The horizontal distribution of 
associated material culture, which is again dominated by quartzite debitage, is spread over an 
area measuring approximately 8 m x 6 m, and included lithic debris and artifacts, as well as a 
small selection of calcined bone fragments and two charcoal samples.  

Feature 9 is located approximately 5 m to the north of Feature 8, situated within the northeastern 
portion of Locus B, and consisted of a diffuse scatter of heat-shattered rock and quartzite 
cobble situated within a light brown, iron-enriched, silty sand (Level 3). Although Feature 9 
yielded a dense concentration of lithic debitage, measuring approximately 1.5 m wide x 4 m 
long, no calcined bone fragments or charcoal samples were recovered. 

The lithic assemblage recovered from Locus B consisted almost entirely of quartzite, with chert, 
including Ordovician chert that appears to derive from the west coast of Newfoundland, 
present in smaller frequencies, and other materials, including quartz, rhyolite and feldspar, 
present only in trace quantities. There is some variation in raw material frequency and artifacts 
type between features, with Feature 7 representing the most diverse assemblage. Linear flakes 
represent the most frequent artifact type from the combined assemblage, while projectile points 
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and other formal tools were relatively rare. Artifact analysis suggests that domestic activities at 
Locus B included the primary reduction of quartzite cobbles for the manufacture of both 
preforms and expedient tools. Although the assemblage recovered in 2014 included artifact 
types resembling those of the late precontact period in Labrador, most notably small corner-
notched projectile points and triangular biface, along with sherds of grit-tempered ceramic,  
(Stantec 2015),  the quartzite-dominated assemblage recovered from greater depths in 2015, 
associated with a date of 1900 ± 39 radiocarbon years BP (UOC-1134) obtained on a charcoal 
sample taken from Feature 7, appears to date somewhat earlier than the material recovered 
the previous year.  

Artifact analysis and contextual data suggest that Locus B was a habitation site of some 
duration and included communal feasting activities. Based on the stratigraphic context of 
features at Locus B, Feature 7 appears to be the oldest, with material culture being situated 
primarily within an orange-brown silty-sandy clay (Level 3). A series of deep 1 m2 test units 
excavated at regular intervals across the central portion of the site revealed that the multiple 
deposits of sand and clay were consistent across Locus B, and, as a result, the association of 
Features 8 and 9 with an overlying deposit of orange-brown silty-sandy clay (Level 3) suggests a 
later occupation during the late precontact period in Labrador. 

5.3 FgCg-01 Locus C 

Locus C is situated north of (and directly adjacent to) Locus A, and consists of the deteriorated 
remains of a 20th-century trapper’s tilt and an associated midden of relatively modern cultural 
debris (e.g., metal and plastic fuel containers, window and bottles glass, ceramic tableware, 
metal stoves parts and various types of trapping equipment). Given that many materials from 
the Locus C midden overlapped with the northern portion of Locus A, systematic shovel testing 
was completed in 2015 to help establish if older historic and/or precontact-period materials or 
features were present among or beneath the dispersed midden deposit. The work was intended 
to build on the results of the shovel testing completed in the vicinity of the deteriorated tilt in 
2014. In total, six test pits were dug down to a sterile sand deposit, which was encountered at a 
depth not exceeding 40 cm below surface (Figure 5-2). 

The stratigraphy noted during the testing of Locus C in 2015 was consistent with other soil profiles 
recorded as a result of the extensive testing of Locus A in 2014. However, at Locus C some 
degree of ground disturbance was noted, primarily in the form of duff erosion/displacement and 
soil compression, undoubtedly resulting from the relatively extensive recent use of the area 
throughout the 20th century for trapping, camping and other related activities. 

Generally, the stratigraphy noted at the relatively undisturbed areas of Locus C was comprised 
of an upper duff layer averaging 6 to 8 cm in thickness. Directly beneath this was a typical grey-
coloured A Horizon of approximately 10-15 cm in thickness, followed by a reddish-brown to 
orange culturally-sterile B Horizon. Excavation proceeded into the B Horizon to an average 
depth of 25-30 cm below surface.  
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5.3.1 Cultural Materials  

During the testing of Locus C, the findings in test pits were typically encountered throughout the 
duff layer and on the uppermost part of the underlying A Horizon. The range of materials 
recorded was identical in type and age to those located on the surface within the midden-zone 
(e.g., modern plastic and glassware and rubber footwear) and was exclusively 20th century in 
age. These materials were not collected. 

5.3.2 Interpretation and Summary 

Testing of Locus C in 2015 did not uncover any cultural materials or features predating the 20th 
century, and the materials encountered appear to have been associated with the use of the 
adjacent trapper’s tilt (last used in the 1980s), and/or a more recent use of the area as a 
campsite.  

5.4 FgCg-01 Locus D 

Locus D is situated on the east side of a narrow gully, 28 m to the east of Locus B, and extends 
along a narrow and partially-deflated terrace to another gully approximately 50 m further to the 
east (Photo 71). In 2015, testing and subsequent recovery work at Locus D confirmed this as the 
specific location of the 19th-century Sandy Banks HBC Trading Post. This outpost of the North West 
River Post was operated intermittently and seasonally for a period of 39 years between the 1830s 
and 1870s, although its two principal periods of operation appear to have been between 1841-
l845 and 1876-1877 (HBC, B153/a/1/38d: cited in JWEL/IELP 2001a: 30-32). Records also indicate 
that the Post was comprised of at least two (and possibly three) principal buildings, including an 
accommodations building and a “store” (storage building/trading room). In the spring of 1875, 
nearing the post’s final days of operation, a new store was scheduled for construction at the 
Post and “the existing house” was to be repaired. (See IED/JWEL 2000).  

In 2015, recovery work at Locus D involved gridding and opening a total excavation area of 
244 m2. Although not all units were completed, further fieldwork is scheduled for 2016. The 
interpretations that follow are therefore preliminary.  
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Photo 71 Aerial View Looking Southwest of FgCg-01 Locus D 

5.4.1 Site Structures 

5.4.1.1 Structure 1 

Structure 1, the easternmost building identified and investigated at Locus D in 2015, has been 
substantially exposed, although excavation is not complete. The building is situated on relatively 
level ground at the foot of a backslope, and is set back 10 m or so from the terrace-edge, 
approximately 55 m from the shoreline of the Churchill River. The exterior of the building had 
been banked around the entire perimeter with an earthen berm measuring in places up to 2 m 
wide and 50 cm high. The external dimensions of the berm were approximately 4.27 m by 4.9 m. 
The mounding of earth around the exterior no doubt served as a means of insulating the floor 
and lower wall-sections from the cold winter draft (Figure 5-7, Photo 72, Photo 73). Evidence 
collected in 2015, in the form of melted glass, burnt ceramics and charred timbers, strongly 
suggests that Structure 1 burnt. However, it is not yet known if this was an accidental event that 
occurred while the Post was in operation or if it occurred subsequently as a result of a forest fire 
after the site had been abandoned. 
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Figure 5-7 Plan-View of FgCg-01 Locus D
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Photo 72 View, looking West, of Structure 1 Showing Earthen Berm around the 
Perimeter 

 The Yellow Line Highlights the Exterior Walls of the Building. Features 
are labelled “F,” structures are labelled “S.” 

The quantity and types of artifacts recovered in 2015, including a variety of ceramic tablewares, 
clay tobacco-pipe fragments, windowpane glass, and nails and spikes of various sizes, suggest 
that Structure 1 functioned as a dwelling. The embankment of earth around the building 
perimeter to retain the interior heat (Photo 72), and the remains of a large cast iron woodstove 
recorded in relative association (Feature 5: see Section 5.1.2.5 below), provide further support for 
this tentative conclusion. Although a number of severely charred wooden timbers were 
identified during the 2015 fieldwork (some with nails still in situ), the relatively limited quantity of 
the material prevents definitive conclusions regarding the details of building construction at this 
point. However, some general statements can be made based on current information. 
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Photo 73 Aerial View looking North across FgCg-01 Locus D Showing Structures 
(S-1, S2 and S3) and Features (F1-F-9, excluding Feature 5) 

 

No vertical corner posts or pillars were recorded at Structure 1, neither resting on stones nor set 
into the earth, suggesting that the lower members of the building’s walls were positioned directly 
on the ground. Potential evidence for this very common practice comes in the form of an 
extremely charred and relatively short section of what appears to be hand-hewn wood. The 
piece, which has not yet been fully excavated and recovered for analysis of all surfaces and cut 
marks, appears to be relatively flat along the upper face and, therefore, may well be a squared 
timber rather than an unmodified log. The wood is situated directly at the base of the berm, at 
the building’s northwest corner, and its position and orientation may, in part, define the axis of 
the west wall as it extended along the base of the western berm toward the southeast. The find 
is tentatively interpreted as a section of a wall-plate or sill (Photo 74). Other similar pieces of 
charred wood were recorded along the back of the building (north wall) at the base of, and 
partially set into, the earthen berm. The quantity of associated metal materials (most notably iron 
nails) suggests the presence of a wooden floor, and the large quantity of windowpane glass 
recovered in 2015 confirms that Structure 1 did have a number of windows. The earthen berm 
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banked along the front wall (south) was far less visible than the berms along the other three 
sides. This is not surprising, given that at certain times of year, this area would have seen high 
pedestrian traffic. As yet, no hardware has been identified to confirm the presence of a 
doorway, but it likely faced south toward the river and away from the direction of the prevailing 
winter wind. Additionally, no clear evidence of roofing material (or fasteners for roofing material) 
has been identified. 

 

Photo 74 Potential Lower Wall-plate or Sill at the Northwest Corner of Structure 1 

5.4.1.2 Structure 2 

Structure 2 is situated immediately to the west of Structure 1 and, in places, may have shared a 
berm with it, although the two buildings do not seem to have been attached (Figure 5-7 and 
Photo 73). An oblique aerial view of Locus D taken from just south of the terrace edge shows a 
slight yet visible, linear depression in the topography between the two Structures, suggesting that 
this area may have been a narrow pathway used to walk between the two buildings (Photo 75). 
Structure 2 appears to have been more-or-less the same width as Structure 1 (i.e., 4.27 m), or 
slightly wider, however; a recording of the berms that appear to conform to three sides of the 
building (east, west and north), suggest a length of possibly 7.5 m. It is important to note though 
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that, unlike the considerably trampled and compressed earthen berm embanked along the 
south side of Structure 1 (i.e., the front wall), the dimensions of which only became apparent 
once the upper layer of organic materials and several tree-stumps and their root systems had 
been removed, the full extent of the berms associated with Structure 2 have not yet been fully 
exposed and defined. Consequently, the external dimensions of this apparent building have yet 
to be established. Equally, because only a limited artifact assemblage was recovered from 
Structure 2, a determination of the age and function of the structure remains to be confirmed 
following completion of work in 2016.  

One feature was identified within Structure 2 (see Section 5.4.2.4 below). 

 

Photo 75 Aerial View looking North across Locus D Showing Linear 
Depression (Pathway) Between Structures 1 and 2 

 

5.4.1.3 Structure 3 

The artifact deposit comprising Structure 3 was initially identified through shovel–testing in 1998 
(IED/JWEL 2000), and was the westernmost area investigated at Locus D in 2015 (Figure 5-7 and 
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Photo 73). It is situated approximately 3 m to the southwest of Structure 2 on terrain that slopes 
slightly south toward the river. Unlike Structures 1 and 2, Structure 3 does not appear to have 
been banked around the exterior with earthen berms. Consequently, its dimensions remain to be 
established. 

Work at Structure 3 in 2015 involved the opening of 36 m2 and led to the recovery of iron nails 
and spikes, partially melted windowpane and bottle glass, and clay tobacco pipe and ceramic 
fragments, as well as the identification of a number of severely charred wooden timbers thought 
to be structural members. Artifacts were present across the excavation area, and it is unlikely 
that this defines the full extent of the distribution. The terrain surrounding the excavation area 
suggests the presence of a subtle squared or multi-sided embankment, with edges that descend 
abruptly from 30 cm or so to the adjacent topography. It appears that the site of Structure 3 had 
been leveled with fill in preparation for construction. It is tentatively concluded that, like 
Structures 1 and 2, Structure 3 was a building associated with the Post during one or more of its 
periods of operation (e.g. it is likely not a trapper’s tilt from a later occupation), and that it too 
burned. 

5.4.2 Site Features 

5.4.2.1 Feature 1 

Feature 1, situated inside Structure 1, is a roughly circular pit measuring approximately 2 m 
diameter and 1 m deep. This feature has been exposed but not fully-excavated, and the 
dimensions and location of the feature suggest that its primary purpose was to serve as a sub-
floor cellar or storage area for perishable food and other items (Figure 5-7;   Photo 73). 

5.4.2.2 Feature 2 

Feature 2 is a small circular pit situated inside Structure 1. It measures approximately 50 cm in 
diameter but, because excavation of this feature is not complete, its depth and function are 
currently unknown. Materials recorded from inside the pit included a reddish-coloured pebbly 
sand with burnt and fragmented brick and wood chips. It is believed that this deposit resulted 
from exposure to considerable heat. (Figure 5-7;   Photo 73). 

5.4.2.3 Feature 3 

Feature 3 is also a small pit of approximately 1 m in diameter situated approximately 5 m to the 
south and in front of Structure 1. Because excavation of this feature is not yet complete, its 
depth, age and function are currently unknown. (Figure 5-7; Photo 73). 

5.4.2.4 Feature 4 

Feature 4 is a shallow pit measuring approximately 1.2 m in diameter situated within Structure 2. 
Recovery work has not commenced at Feature 4, but Feature 4 in Structure 2, like Feature 1 in 
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Structure 1, may have served as a cellar situated within, and possibly beneath the floor of, the 
building (Figure 5-7; Photo 73). 

5.4.2.5 Feature 5 

Feature 5 is the remains of a large, heavy, and fragmented cast iron woodstove. The 107 
components of the stove recovered in 2015 were dispersed across the eastern end of Locus D, 
but primarily in front of Structure 1, the building in which it was likely used. The individual pieces of 
the stove vary greatly in size, and range from approximately 10 cm2 and smaller to as large as 60 
cm by 50 cm (Photo 76). A maker’s name embossed on a number of the cast iron plates 
indicates that the stove was fabricated by the Carron Company situated on the Carron River 
near Falkirk, Scotland. 
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Photo 76 Overhead View of Carron Cast Iron Woodstove - Feature 5 
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5.4.2.6 Feature 6 

Feature 6 is a well-defined pit situated approximately 6.5 m northwest of the berm of Structure 2 
and 12 m north of Structure 3 (Figure 5-7; Photo 73; Photo 77). The feature appears to have been 
excavated more-or-less at the bottom of the slope and into the side of the hill. It measures 
approximately 1.5 m in diameter at the surface, but is slightly narrower toward the bottom, and is 
encompassed on three sides by what appears to be an earthen berm, likely spoil from the pit 
excavation. Once cleaned of roots and waterlogged and rotting brush and other plant-matter, 
the pit proved to be approximately 1.5 m deep. However; recovery work has not yet 
commenced, so the total depth may prove to be greater. Feature 6 is tentatively interpreted as 
a privy pit.  

 

Photo 77 View, Looking Southeast, of Feature 6 

5.4.2.7 Feature 7 

Feature 7 is another pit similar to Feature 6, but much smaller in diameter and depth. It is situated 
further up the slope above Structures 1, 2 and 3, and the location provides a commanding view 
of the river to both the east and west (Figure 5-7; Photo 73). No testpitting, targeted metal 
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detector assessment, or recovery of this potential cultural feature was conducted in 2015, and 
the function of Feature 7 remains to be determined.  

5.4.2.8 Feature 8 

Feature 8 (Figure 5-7; Photo 73; Photo 78) is a small depression measuring approximately 75 cm in 
diameter. It is situated close to the southern berm of Structure 1, relatively close to the slightly-
sloping terrace edge. No testpitting, targeted metal detector assessment, or recovery of this 
potential cultural Feature was conducted in 2015. Recovery of this Feature is scheduled for 2016. 

 

Photo 78 View, Looking East, of Features 8 and 9 

5.4.2.9 Feature 9 

Feature 9 (Figure 5-7; Photo 73) is a small cluster of rock and firecracked rock situated slightly 
behind the terrace edge and directly in front of the south berm of Structure 1. This feature has 
not yet been fully-exposed, but the presence of a small assemblage of quartzite debitage 
suggests that it may be a precontact hearth (Photo 78).  
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5.4.3 Site Stratigraphy 

Because recovery work at Locus D in 2015 was relatively limited and focused primarily on  
exposing only three structures and selected areas of conspicuous metal detector anomalies,  no 
complete stratigraphic profile for Locus D has yet been defined. Nevertheless, the stratigraphy 
at FgCg-01 Locus D has already revealed a combination of natural soil development horizons 
and anthropogenic soil deposition units (e.g. earth embankments and fill deposits). Because the 
stratigraphy has been complicated by artificial depositional units, stratigraphy at FgCg-01 Locus 
D was recorded by depositional “Events” rather than by natural horizons or levels. Of the seven 
Events recorded to date, only two (Event 1 and Event 2) have been identified across the site, 
while the remaining five Events appear to be more localized. Given that the Sandy Banks Post 
likely saw several episodes of earth-moving (e.g. during excavation of cellars and a privy) and 
re-deposition of material to build embankments around buildings and, potentially, to level the 
ground on which to build, it is reasonable to expect that potentially complex sequences of 
events will be present (and distinguishable) within a number of localized soil profiles.  

The following provides a summary of the Events recorded at Locus D in 2015. Comprehensive 
definition of the range and extent of Events at the site, and the relationships between them, 
awaits completion of recovery work in 2016.  

Event 1 is a duff and decomposed mulch layer that covers the majority of the site and, with the 
exception of the level area just above the alder/willow (stream-swamp) zone down-slope 
toward the beach, was present throughout virtually all the principal excavation Units 
investigated in 2015. This Event varied significantly in thickness across the site, from 5-25 cm, and 
appears to have resulted from rotting organic duff that had been covered with woodchips 
during the initial site clearing.  

Event 2 is a grey-brown, somewhat coarse sand, similar in colour and texture to a typical A 
Horizon but browner. This Event varied in thickness from 5-15 cm and was relatively loosely 
compacted. 

Event 3 is a rich, brown-coloured and relatively coarse sand initially identified down-slope, on the 
terrace fall toward the beach. A deposit similar to this (Event 4) was identified in front of 
Structure 2.  

Event 4 is a brown, course beach-sand with small pebbles, also identified at the base of the 
slope toward the beach. This material is present at the upper edge of the spring high-water level 
and extends well into the alder/willow riparian zone.  

Event 5 is a discontinuous and burnt duff layer recorded beneath Event 2 in front of Structure 1. 
The thickness of the Event varies from 1-10 cm, depending on the depth of soil deposited on top 
of it and, because it is intermittent and not continuous, the thickness of the Event varies 
considerably as well. 
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Event 6 is a mottled brown sand (similar in texture and colour to Event 3), mixed with patches of 
grey sand or clay; it is similar in colour to a typical podzolic A Horizon, but with more retained 
moisture. The presence of this Event in front of Structure 1 suggests that earth may have been 
moved from the lower portion of the site toward the river, and redeposited, possibly for ground 
leveling.  

Event 7 is a localized deposit recorded in Feature 2 inside Structure 1. It is a reddish, sand and 
pebbles composition, with burnt and fragmented brick and wood chips mixed in. The rich colour 
of the sand and pebble mixture likely resulted from being exposed to considerable heat. 

5.4.4 Cultural Materials  

Recovery work at FgCg-01 Locus D in 2015 yielded a moderate-sized assemblage of cultural 
materials, consisting of 4,327 objects recovered from all seven Events. Included in the collection 
were sherds of ceramic, particularly of transfer-printed, refined earthenware, clay tobacco 
pipes,  gunflints, windowpane and bottle glass (a large portion of which was partially melted), a 
small number of drinking-glass sherds, and a faunal collection. Metal objects included wrought 
and cut iron nails and spikes (both unmodified and modified), metal roves and rivets, a limited 
number of barrel hoops and trap parts, cast iron woodstove components, and lead shot and 
gunflints. The collection also includes a variety of other metal artifacts, including tin cans and tin 
sheeting, and cut copper strips of various shapes and sizes, the majority of these being relatively 
small (e.g., not usually exceeding 8 cm in length and half that in width). In addition to the 
assemblage of historic artifacts, 15 quartzite flakes and pieces of quartzite cobble shatter were 
recovered from Feature 9.  

As mentioned previously, only two artifact-bearing Events (Events 1 and 2 – possibly representing 
the most recent use of the area by the HBC) were recorded within the majority of excavation 
area opened at FgCg-01 Locus D in 2015. The following summary of cultural material recovered 
from Locus D in 2015 (Table 5.1) is therefore focused on material recovered from these two 
Events. A full discussion of artifacts recovered from other, more localized Events will be presented 
following completion of recovery at Locus D in 2016.  

Because the collection of materials such as trap parts and barrel hoops (i.e., the sort of 
hardware one might expect to recover from a HBC Post of the period), were so limited in 
numbers, they are not discussed in the following sections or plotted on figures.  
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Table 5.1 Artifacts Recovered from Locus D in 2015 Used For Preliminary Site 
Analysis1 

Artifact Type Total From All Events Total From Events 1 and 2 Only 

Ceramics (all types) 823 468 

Clay Tobacco Pipes 436 242 

Glass Bottles and Vials 44 39 

Glass Drinking Vessels 4 3 

Windowpane Glass2 663 625 

Faunal Material 158 103 

Unmodified Nails 545 412 

Modified Nails 324 239 

Roves and Rivets 52 50 

Cast Iron Woodstove Parts 107 99 

Totals 3,156 2,280 
1 Scrap metal, lead shot, trap parts and barrel hoops are not enumerated in this table. 
2 Cataloguing of windowpane glass from Locus D is still in progress and these counts are incomplete. 
However, Figure 5-8 does indicate point provenience for all windowpane glass. 

 

5.4.4.1 Ceramics 

The collection from FgCg-01 included 823 ceramic sherds, 811 of which were from white-bodied 
tablewares (commonly referred to as whiteware) in forms consistent with large and small dinner 
plates, bowls, and cups. Whiteware was developed in England ca. 1810, and by the 1830s it was 
commonly used in North America; by the 1840s it was considered the most affordable form of 
tableware (Esary 1982). Of the assemblage of whiteware from Locus D, 34 sherds were transfer-
printed, with floral and/or geometric designs, primarily in light and dark blues consistent with mid-
19th-century styles (Miller 1987). Also present were a number of examples with surface decoration 
in various shades of red, purple and brown. The majority of the whiteware sherds recovered from 
Locus D were undecorated bodysherds, and were either cream-coloured or a plain white. 
However, 73 sherds had a clear to green-coloured glaze, and 12 examples were hand-painted, 
with typical, polychrome floral patterns. Miller (1987) suggests that the polychrome whiteware 
was most commonly used from 1830 to 1850, although Esary (1982) considers them to date a 
decade or so later (e.g., 1840 to 1860). Also comprising part of the assemblage of ceramics from 
Locus D were 43 sherds of a white-bodied refined earthenware (likely whiteware), with a shiny, 
slightly purple or copper-coloured, iridescent finish that appears to be lustreware (Wynn 1959). 
Lustrewares were initially developed at the end of the eighteenth century and reached its 
height of the production ca. 1860, after which its popularity gradually declined (Gibson 1999). 
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Only a small portion of one maker’s mark was identified on a single sherd of whiteware from 
Locus D. The sherd was too small to indicate vessel form and the mark was incomplete. 
Nevertheless, it appears to be an impressed mark, with a circular outer ring of text reading 
“COPELAND & GARRETT,” and an interior horizontally-impressed text reading “LATE SPODE.” 
Copeland and Garrett (later W.T. Copeland and Sons), a Staffordshire pottery, was formed upon 
the acquisition of William Spode and Company in 1833, and in 1835 became a key supplier of 
ceramic tableware and toiletware to the HBC. Large quantities of Spode/Copeland transfer-
printed wares have been recovered from excavated HBC Posts; “Copeland & Garrett” marks 
can dated to the period 1833 to 1847 (Sussman 1979: Appendix C). 

In addition to refined earthenware, 21 sherds of stoneware were recovered from Locus D. These 
represent at least three vessels: most appear to derive from a large dinner plate, while other 
sherds are from two grey-bodied stoneware bottles or jugs, one with an estimated base 
diameter of approximately 16 cm, and the other a diameter of 8.8 cm. Stoneware, a high-fired 
ceramic, was commonly used in the production of various types of domestic vessels, including 
bottles, jugs and crocks of various sizes, as well as pitchers, inkwells and oil lamps. Stonewares 
were produced over long periods of time throughout the 19th and 20th centuries with little or no 
change to forms and surface decoration, and without maker’s marks or distinctive surface 
decoration, can be relatively difficult to date.  

It is important to note that much of the assemblage from Locus D showed significant evidence 
of burning, to such an extent that characteristics of glaze and decoration had been obscured 
or were wholly unidentifiable. 

Of the 823 ceramic sherds recovered from all Events at Locus D in 2015, 468 pertained to Events 
1 and 2. The majority consist of various types of white ware, many of them burnt to such an 
extent that glaze and decorative characteristics were no longer discernable. Various types of 
surface decoration are evident in the collection from Locus D Events 1 and 2, including a 
number of plain and transfer-printed white wares (Photo 79: A, I), with light red, and light and 
dark blue patterns (Photo 79: C-F), all of which are consistent with mid-19th century styles (Miller 
1987). Other materials recovered in association with Structure 1 include extremely charred white 
ware fragments (Photo 79:  B and G) as well as what appears to be a white-bodied lustreware 
(Wynn 1959). Also recovered from Locus D were a limited number of sherds from a grey/black-
bodied salt-glazed stoneware bottle or jug (Photo 79: H). 
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Photo 79 Ceramic Artifacts from Structure 1 

The majority of ceramic sherds from Events 1 and 2 were concentrated in the area in front of 
Structures 1 and 2 on the relatively level terrain extending south from the Structures toward the 
edge of the terrace. A limited number of ceramic fragments were also recovered from the 
terrace slope toward the shoreline of Churchill River, and on the elevated ground behind (to the 
north of) Structure 1. While only three ceramic sherds were recovered from Structure 2, a total of 
62 were recovered from within Structure 1 (Figure 5-8). 
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Figure 5-8 The Distribution of Ceramics, Clay Tobacco Pipes, Bottle and Drinking Vessel Glass and Faunal Material within Locus D.
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Among the ceramic sherds recovered from the area in front of Structure 1 was one sherd of a 
salt-glazed stoneware bottle comparable to one recovered from Structure 1 (Photo 80: A) There 
were also transfer-printed white wares with a blue floral pattern, similar in age to those recorded 
from within Structure 1 (Photo 80:  B-C). Also from this area were other white wares, including one 
sherd of an average-sized dinner plate that has been severely burnt (Photo 81:  A), as well as 
fragments of other painted and transfer-printed wares (Photo 81: B-D). The small excavation 
area opened on the elevated ground to the north of Structure 1 also yielded a number of 
ceramic wares, including a whiteware with a plain exterior surface of a type considered to be in 
common use by the 1840s (Photo 82: A) (Esary 1982). Also recovered were two sherds of an 
extremely charred and gritty and, as of yet, unidentified material that appears to be stoneware 
(Photo 82:  B and C). There were also two relatively large sherds of a charred whiteware plate 
(Photo 82:  C; Figure 5-8). 

 

Photo 80 Ceramic Artifacts Recovered From the Area in Front of Structure 1 
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Photo 81 Other Ceramic Artifacts Recovered From the Area in Front of Structure 1 

 

 

Photo 82 Ceramic Artifacts Recovered From the Area North of Structure 1 

5.4.4.2 Clay Tobacco Pipes 

A total of 436 clay tobacco pipe fragments (bowl and stem components) were recovered from 
Locus D in 2015, 242 of which were from Events 1 and 2. The majority of the assemblage 
consisted of pipe stems of various lengths and diameters, with only a limited number of 
identifiable and datable bowl fragments. As with the distribution of ceramics discussed above, 
the majority of pipe components were concentrated in the area in front of Structures 1 and 2, 
with only 19 recovered from inside Structure 1 or directly associated with it (Figure 5-8). Only one 
of these pipes can be dated, as it has a “maker’s mark” in the form of the initials “I” and “F” on 
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opposite sides of the spur at the base of the bowl; pipes with this mark are identical to the 
example recovered from FfCi-02 Locus B (see Section 4.2.2.1 above) and may be dated from 
ca. 1846 until 1877 (Walker 1971). Other pipe components were recovered from Structures 2 and 
3, but these are unmarked.  

The relatively large assemblage of pipes recovered from Events 1 and 2 in front of Structures 1 
and 2 proved to be more informative for dating purposes and included a relatively intact bowl 
and stem section of a typical 19th century form (Photo 83:  A). As well as four examples bearing 
the “I.F.” mark, one pipe stem with the inscription “…BRISTOL…” on one side and OHIO on the 
other, and another stem with “…NG / BRISTOL…” on one side  were also recovered from the 
area in front of Structures 1 and 2 (Photo 83:  E and G). These are common maker’s marks from 
the 19th century (Figure 5-8), and can be attributed to the pipe maker Ring of Bristol between the 
years 1803 and 1883 or 1884 (Walker 1977). 

 

Photo 83 Clay Tobacco Pipes Recovered From the Area in Front of Structures 1 and 2 
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5.4.4.3 Glass Bottles and Vials, and Drinking Vessels 

A total of 44 pieces of bottle and vial glass were recovered from Locus D; 60 were from Events 1 
and 2. The majority of the assemblage was concentrated inside Structure 1 at the northwest 
corner of the building. Much of this material was burnt and melted, making detailed analysis 
difficult. However, the area in front of Structures 1 and 2 did yield a number of sherds that were 
in relatively good condition. At least two, and possibly three, glass objects from this area appear 
to derive from glass pharmaceutical bottles (Photo 84:  A-C). Examples of particular note include 
a neck fragment and a base of a bottle; while the neck could not be further identified, the base 
included embossed lettering along the vessel sides, with the letters “…E / OF…” on one side and 
“…NT…” on another; this piece clearly belongs to a peppermint essence vial, similar to that 
recovered from FfCi-02 Locus B (see Section 4.2.2.1 above). Medicinal peppermint, usually 
diluted in water or tea and used for stomach ailments, came in bottles of this sort that were 
produced from the 1760s to the 1920s, and are commonly found at European and Aboriginal 
fur-trade sites of the period (Jones 1981). The example recovered from in front of Structure 1 
appears to conform to examples dating from the 1760s to possibly as late as ca. 1850 (Jones 
1981). In addition to pharmaceutical bottles, two rimsherds were recovered from glass 
containers with relatively wide finishes (Photo 84:  D and E), one with an estimated diameter of 
approximately 5.4 cm and the other with a diameter of 4.4 cm. These openings are too large for 
pharmaceutical or beverage bottles, and it is likely that these two examples are from bottles 
used to store food or condiments. 
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Photo 84 Glass Artifacts Recovered From the Area in Front of Structure 1 

A small collection of bottle glass was also recovered from Structure 3, one of which was another 
peppermint essence vial, this one was complete but severely-melted, and included the entire 
embossed text: “BY THE / KINGS PATENT / ESSENCE OF / PEPPERMINT” on four sides (Photo  85).  
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Photo 85 Peppermint Essence Bottle Recovered From Structure 3 

The quantity of glass drinking vessels found at Locus D was so limited that dating the collection, 
or determining the types of drinking vessels they were derived from, is not possible at this point 
(Figure 5-8). 

5.4.4.4 Faunal Material 

A faunal collection of 158 individual elements was recovered from Locus D in 2015. Of that 
number, 61 were from Events 1 and 2. Only two pieces of bone were recovered from inside 
Structure 1, two are likely associated with Structure 2, and two were recovered from Structure 3. 
Most of the collection was dispersed across the area in front of Structure 1, but with a limited 
number located in front of Structure 2 and down-slope toward the alder/willow zone. It presently 
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appears that the area in front of these two structures, and the zone below (or part way down) 
the terrace, may have been used for disposing of refuse from the Post. The location of the bone 
in front of Structure 2 may provide further support for the tentative conclusion that Structure 1 
was used as a dwelling (Figure 5-8). However, it is somewhat surprising to see the area so close to 
the building (and particularly, to the high-traffic area in front of the building), used for the 
disposal of food refuse. This raises the possibility that the material was actually deposited after 
the Post had been abandoned, particularly given that it would potentially attract wildlife (e.g., 
bears, foxes and wolves) capable of damaging property. On the other hand, during the winter, 
the season when the Post was most intensively used, this may not have been seen as a 
significant issue. The delineation and explanation of refuse disposal patterns at Locus D awaits 
the completion of recovery operations at the site. 

5.4.4.5 Windowpane Glass  

A total of 663 fragments of windowpane glass were recovered from Locus D in 2015; 625 were 
from Events 1 and 2. The vast majority of these were associated with Structure 1 and came from 
either within the building itself or on the earthen berms mounded along the south, east and west 
side; only three sherds were recovered from the back (north) wall. While the area in front of 
Structure 1 also had a large number of fragments, the concentration gradually tapered toward 
the south, and was relatively sparse in the area near the terrace edge or down-slope toward the 
alder/willow zone. The three apparent concentrations of windowpane glass associated with 
Structure 1 do suggest that this building had windows on at least three sides – the south, looking 
toward the river, as well as on the east and west walls. The distribution of glass on the south side 
of the building may suggest more than one window formed part of this wall, and that it likely 
toppled outward when the building burned. The concentration of windowpane glass on the 
east side of Structure 1 suggests at least one window formed part of this wall, and that this wall 
also collapsed outward. The third concentration of windowpane glass, situated within the west 
side of the building, may indicate that this wall collapsed inward during the destruction of 
Structure 1. The lack of glass recovered at the back of the building suggests that the north wall 
toward the hill may not have had windows, which is not unexpected. The locational data 
acquired thus far may also indicate that the building was relatively intact, or at least standing, 
when it burned. The limited quantity of windowpane glass recovered from Structures 2 and 3 in 
2015 is not sufficient to indicate structural details or site formation processes at this time  
(Figure 5- 9).  



LOWER CHURCHILL HYDROELECTRIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 2015 HISTORIC RESOURCES ASSESSMENT AND RECOVERY PROGRAM 

STAGE 3 RECOVERY RESULTS: FGCG-01  
June 2, 2016 

 164 File No: 121413500 

 

Figure 5-9 Windowpane Glass, Stove Parts, Nails (unmodified and modified), and Roves and Rivets From Locus D
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5.4.4.6 Nails 

As seen at many historic European archaeological sites, iron nails and spikes of various sizes 
comprised the principal class of artifacts recovered from Events 1 and 2 of Locus D. In total, 869 
nails were recovered from all Events; 651 were from Events 1 and 2 only. These included both 
modified nails (those without heads, those with heads but no tip, or those that were complete 
but clenched at the tip), and unmodified nails. One particular rationale for classifying modified 
and unmodified nails from Locus D was to identify functional differences in nail use. For example, 
it is not uncommon to construct doors, shelving and tables with nails that are driven through the 
board and clenched at the tip for added strength. Clenched nails are also commonly used as 
an alternative to rivets in clinker-built (also known as “lapstrake”) boat construction (K. Terry pers. 
comm.).  

At FgCg-01 (in contrast with many coastal archaeological sites in Labrador and Newfoundland), 
the chloride levels of the soil have been determined to be relatively low (30 ppm) in contrast 
with coastal sites in the province, where chloride levels may range between 300 and 400 ppm 
(D. Teasdale pers. comm.); thus, for the most part, metal objects were recovered in relatively 
stable condition, allowing for straightforward classification of nails. Of the 651 nails from Events 1 
and 2 of Locus D, 412 were unmodified and 239 were modified.  

The distribution of unmodified nails recovered from Locus D in 2015 shows a significant 
concentration in the area in front of Structure 1. There is also a relatively large percentage inside 
this same structure, paralleling the west wall, and others are situated on the berm that was 
banked against the east wall. Inside the building on the eastern side, few nails were identified 
within the structure, a distribution that mirrors that of windowpane glass, and may similarly reflect 
the process of building collapse. Somewhat surprisingly, no unmodified nails were recovered 
from Structure 2, and only four were identified at Structure 3 (Figure 5-9). 

Modified nails were similarly concentrated within and in front of Structure 1, and, again 
particularly on the west side of the building interior. Within and in front of Structure 2, there are 
scatters of unmodified nails, and there is a concentration throughout the nine excavation Units 
opened at Structure 3. Additionally, a small number of modified nails were recovered from the 
Units opened behind Structure 1 (Figure 5-9). 

5.4.4.7 Roves and Rivets  

A total of 52 roves and rivets were recovered from Locus D in 2015, 50 of which were from Events 
1 and 2. Within the collection there were a number of different sizes and, in a number of cases, 
both components were attached (i.e., the rove and rivet were joined). Roves were also 
recovered in the form of prefabricated scored strips punched with a square nail in preparation 
for use (Photo 86). These artifacts (and potentially also a number of clenched nails recovered 
from the site), were almost certainly used as fastenings for clinker-built boats (most likely “flats” or 
shallow-draft watercraft used for transporting goods to and from the Post), and may indicate 
that boat-building or, more likely, repairs were undertaken at Sandy Banks in the 19th century. 
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Since the Sandy Banks Post was a way-station in the annual outfit to other HBC posts situated 
further west on the Churchill River (such as Fort Winokapau), the presence of boat hardware at 
Locus D was not entirely unexpected. The fact that several of the rivets were complete, with nail 
and rove attached, suggests that these particular artifacts derived from an actual boat, and 
were not simply from a supply of fasteners kept on-site (Photo 87).  

 

Photo 86 Examples of Roves from Locus D 
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Photo 87 Examples of Roves, Rivets and Clenched Nails from Locus D 

5.4.4.8 Carron Woodstove 

Of the 107 fragments of a cast iron Carron woodstove recorded at Locus D in 2015, 99 were from 
Events 1 and 2. Shattered stove parts were found scattered within Structure 1 and concentrated 
in one dense scatter in front of Structure 1 (Feature 5; Figure 5-9). Some evidence of a purposeful 
fracturing is apparent on the chimney aperture on the top plate, where a clear cut to the metal 
is visible, as if struck with a forceful blow of an ax or sledgehammer.  
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The stove recovered from Locus D is a type known to have been shipped to various HBC Posts in 
the 19th century (Photo 88; see also Moat 1979). It is a six-plate, rectangular box in which two flat, 
embossed plates served as sides(Photo 89), two as ends, with the front cast with an opening for 
a hinged door (Photo 90 : A). A flat sheet of iron with a smoke-hole served as the top (Photo 91), 
and a sixth as the base. The legs of the stove from were cast as stylized lion’s feet (Photo 90: B, 
C). For ease of transportation, stoves of this type were likely crated and shipped from the 
foundry in a dissembled state and then reassembled once they had arrived at their destination. 
Although no fragments of a funnel were found, descriptions indicate that funnels were made 
from rolled sheet-iron that was riveted into a cylinder and used as a chimney (Moat 1979).  

 

Photo 88 19th-Century Cast Iron Carron Woodstove from York Factory, 
Manitoba. Photo courtesy Kym Terry, Parks Canada Agency, 
Selkirk, MN 
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Photo 89 Side Plate of Carron Woodstove from Locus D 
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Photo 90 Front Plate and Feet from Carron Woodstove from Locus D 
 Note the Door and Stylized Lion’s Feet Used as Legs.  
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Photo 91 Top Plate of Woodstove from Locus D 

It was noted that several of the stove parts recovered from Locus D in 2015 had cracked, which 
no doubt resulted from the excessive heat during use that severely stressed the metal to the 
point where it split. Notably, a number of cracks in the iron plates had been repaired by riveting 
narrow, flat iron bars across the break on the stove’s interior (Photo 92: B and C). This appears to 
have been a particular problem with Carron woodstoves of the period, and was noted by Parks 
Canada material culture researchers on identical stoves found at other 19th century HBC Posts, 
including York Factory in Manitoba (Photo 93; see Moat 1979). 
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Photo 92 Fractured and Melted Cast Iron Woodstove Plates from Locus D 
 Note Repairs and Evidence of Excessive Heating of the Cast Iron. 
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Photo 93 Carron Woodstove Fragment From York Factory, Manitoba, Showing Repairs  
 Photo courtesy Kym Terry, Parks Canada Agency, Selkirk, MN. 

In addition to evidence for repairs made to this stove during its use-life, a number of pieces show 
evidence of having been exposed to extreme heat, to the point that the edges of the cast iron 
plates appear to have melted slightly (Photo 92:  A). The temperature that led to such melting 
must have reached at least 1,100 to 1,200 °C (2,100 to 2,190 °F). This might occur during normal 
use if the casting was of inferior metal, or it may indicate that the stove was exposed to intense 
heat inside a burning building.  

5.4.5 Interpretation and Summary 

The initial stage of recovery at FgCg-01 Locus D in 2015 confirmed that this is the specific 
location of the 19th century Sandy Banks HBC Trading Post. To date, three Structures have been 
identified and partially excavated and recorded, and an assemblage of 4,327 cultural objects 
has been recovered from seven different Events. In addition, nine Features were recorded at 
Locus D, six of which (Features 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 9) were partially recovered in 2015. Three other 
Features identified in 2015 (6, 7 and 8) appear to be cultural but recovery has not yet 
commenced (Photo 94).  
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Photo 94 View Looking Southwest of Locus D Showing Opened Grid Units, 
and the Structures and Features Identified in 2015 

 

A preliminary interpretation of the three Structures identified at Locus D, based on the limited 
structural information recorded and the artifact assemblage recovered in association with them 
(e.g., a clay tobacco pipe bowl and components of a cast iron woodstove), is that Structure 1 
likely served as a dwelling, possibly throughout the entire period of the HBC presence at Sandy 
Banks. Company records and archaeological data could indicate that this was the building 
referred to in 1875 as the “house”. If so, it could indicate that Structure 1 was built at the time 
when the site was initially cleared and constructed in the 1830s, and that it may have been 
repaired ca. 1875, at the same time that a second storage facility was scheduled for 
construction. Given that Structure 2, situated directly adjacent to Structure 1, revealed only a 
limited artifact assemblage, it is possible that the “new store”, presumably constructed in the 
1870s, was Structure 3 and that, by that time, Structure 2 had fallen into a state of disrepair and 
was abandoned. However, the recovery of a pharmaceutical vial from Structure 3 that likely 
dates to as late as 1850 highlights that the sequence of building-use described for Locus D is still 
unclear. It is only with complete recovery of these Structures, and a comprehensive analysis of 
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the associated artifact assemblages, that a full, physical and cultural interpretation will be 
possible. Given the relatively short period of occupation of the Post (approximately four 
decades of intermittent use), it may challenging to establish from the artifacts alone a more 
precise history of the sequence of usage of these Structures.  

A preliminary interpretation of Features 1 and 4 is that they served as interior, sub-floor cellars 
within Structures 1 and 2, and were likely used to store items such as perishable foods that might 
otherwise be damaged by the cold Labrador winters. Examples of similar structures at other 19th-
century HBC Posts include Nottingham House (Karklins 1979) and Fort Victoria (Forsman 1985), 
both situated in Alberta and both excavated in the 1970s. At both sites, excavations within the 
main dwelling houses revealed large cellars along with a number of smaller subterranean 
storage areas. Feature 5 is the dispersed remains of a large and fractured, 19th-century 
woodstove. Feature 6 is believed to be the remains of a privy. Feature 9 appears to be the 
remains of a precontact hearth. 

The nature and functions of Features 2, 3, 7 and 8 are presently undetermined, pending 
completion of recovery work in 2016.  

The functions and activities associated with the terrace in front of the Structures and the 
backslope behind them remain to be determined. The area in Front of Structure 1 produced a 
considerable quantity of materials from Events 1 and 2, and from the Events identified beneath 
them, but it is unclear whether this was a refuse disposal area; the backslope north of Structure 1, 
and perhaps the terrace fall toward the river, would appear to be more suitable locations for a 
midden, and the relatively large (i.e., not trampled) size  of some of the ceramic artifacts 
recovered from the backslope  does suggest the potential for identification of a midden north of 
the Structures. The distribution of roves, rivets and clenched nails used for boat construction also 
remains to be clarified, but the results of further recovery in 2016 may permit the identification of 
a boat-repair activity area on the terrace. 
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6.0 DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY 

6.1 Stage 2 Assessment 

Limited Stage 2 assessment in 2015 was focused tightly on relocating three known 
archaeological sites: FgCg-09, FfCi-05, and the remains of the HBC Post at FgCg-01.  

FgCg-09, the site of a pair of historic tilts initially identified in the 1970s, has never been well 
georeferenced. Aerial assessment of the riverbanks in 2015, and ground-assessment in the 
vicinity of the hypothesized location in both 2014 and 2015, has not led to the identification of 
this site. It is likely that this site is actually located elsewhere and may correspond to site 13F/03 
Ethno 39, one of the tilt sites recorded in 2014.  

FfCi-05 is a small precontact site near the western end of the Muskrat Falls reservoir area, initially 
identified in 2000. This site has been successfully relocated, and manual tree-felling of both the 
site and a nearby helicopter landing area was completed in 2015 in preparation for planned 
recovery in 2016.  

FgCg-01, an historic Hudson’s Bay Company (HBC) Post and precontact site first identified in 
1998, was relocated in 2014 and recovery work commenced; however, while significant 
precontact and historic components were recovered in 2014, evidence for the actual HBC Post 
structures was not found. Review of previous data suggested the possibility that the actual HBC 
Post structures might lie to the east of the 2014 excavation areas, and further assessment in 2015, 
including subsurface testing, confirmed that this was the case. Recovery work at this portion of 
the site commenced in 2015. 

6.2 Stage 3 Recovery: Precontact Components 

During the course of recovery work in 2015, significant precontact components were recovered 
at FfCi-02 Locus A, Locus B/C, Locus D, Locus E, Locus F, and at FgCg-01 Locus B. In addition, a 
small precontact site was identified at FgCg-01 Locus D.  
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6.2.1 Intra-Site Patterning and Site Functions 

Table 6.1 Precontact Lithic Artifacts Recovered From Sites Excavated in the Churchill 
Valley in 2015 

FfCi-02 
Locus A 

FfCi-02 
Locus B/C 

FfCi-02 
Locus D 

FfCi-02 
Locus E 

FfCi-02 
Locus F 

FgCg-01 
Locus B TOTAL 

Point 18 4 8  12  42 

Biface 45 51 44 26 79 16 261 

Preform 12 34 48 8 18 3 123 

Linear Flake 64 100 229 18 115 139 665 

Scraper 4 7 28 14 7  60 

Retouched/Utilized 
Flake 22 47 288 7 113 177 654 

Core 3 5 17 2 6 4 37 

Hammer stone 3  2   2 7 

Abrader    1   1 

Other  4    6 10 

Total 171 252 664 76 350 347 1,860 

 

Precontact lithic artifacts were recovered from two loci at FgCg-01 and five loci at FfCi-02. The 
lithic assemblage from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 is less diverse, and more dominated by 
expedient tools, than that recovered in 2014. The limited assemblage from Feature 9 at FgCg-01 
Locus D is too small to analyze at this point.  

FfCi-02 is a large site with multiple discrete occupation areas, in some cases separated by gullies. 
Five of the six loci excavated at the site yielded primarily precontact artifacts, representing 
multiple occupations; although these appear to be culture-historically related, it is likely that 
these reflect repeated re-occupations of the site. For example, there appear to be clear 
functional differences between the various precontact occupations of the site. While all loci 
share a general preponderance of expedient tools (retouched, utilized and linear flakes) 
suggesting a wide range of domestic food preparation and tool manufacturing tasks, Locus A 
and to some extent Locus F are distinguished by unusually high frequencies of projectile points 
and bifacial knives, while Locus E yielded an unusually large collection of formal scrapers.  

Lithic material was generally clustered in concentrations of varying sizes; two of these 
concentrations (Locus C and Locus E) were sub-rectangular clusters of debitage and tools that 
both measure 5 m x 7 m, but it is not certain that these delineate structure perimeters. All 
excavation areas except for Locus F were associated with evidence for hearth features, but 
these were all diffuse and appeared to have experienced post-depositional disturbance; one 
hearth (at Locus C) was evidenced primarily by charcoal and bone in the subsoil. Where 
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firecracked rock was found in dense clusters (in Locus B and Locus C), these appear to represent 
discard piles rather than hearths as such. This apparent redistribution of firecracked rock is 
consistent with multiple re-occupations and site-clearing episodes at the site. 

The presence of grit-tempered Aboriginal ceramics at FfCi-02 Locus D indicates other domestic 
and technological functions for this Locus. There appears to be more than one vessel in this 
collection. One group of sherds appears to belong to a relatively well-fired vessel that has been 
utilized prior to breakage.  

This is not the first time ceramics have been recovered from precontact archaeological sites on 
the Churchill River (see Stantec 2014a; 2014b; 2015). When first encountered at sites on the south 
side of Muskrat Falls in 2012,  ceramics appeared to be associated with boulder-filled pits and 
boulder alignments that implied these vessels may have been employed in the process of 
canoe-building (for example, to boil sap; see Stantec 2014a). While this interpretation may be 
correct, ceramics have subsequently been encountered on a variety of sites which lack other 
evidence for canoe-building, and it appears that these wares served a wide variety of cooking 
and/or storage functions. Further analysis of the white deposit and/or of organic residues (see 
Deal et al. 1991) on the interior surfaces of the sherds from FfCi-02 Locus D may shed further light 
on the possible functions of Aboriginal ceramics on these sites.  

However, the vast majority of the ceramic sherds and sherdlets from Locus D appear to belong 
to an  incompletely-fired vessel that fragmented during firing (not only is the paste remarkably 
soft but these sherds contain very little temper, which might account for the failure of the firing). 
Both the state and the context of the Locus D sherdlets recall the ceramics recovered in 2012 
from FhCe-21 at Muskrat Falls, where tiny sherdlets were also recovered from the vicinity of a pit 
feature (Stantec 2014a).  

Recent analysis of two sherds recovered from FgCg-01 in 2014 indicates that the Aboriginal 
ceramics from that site are unlikely to have been manufactured in the Churchill Valley (Wilton 
2016). Nevertheless, the ware characteristics and context of the sherds from FfCi-02 Locus D raise 
once again the possibility that some ceramic wares recovered in the Churchill Valley may be of 
local manufacture. Further testing of these sherds is required before this question can be 
addressed. 

6.2.2 Site Distribution and Settlement Patterns 

Previous assessment work indicated that precontact settlement within the Project Area was 
strongly clustered in three locations: Muskrat Falls, the Sandy Banks area, and Gull Lake. 
Recovery in 2015 focused on one site in the Sandy Banks site cluster (FgCg-01) and one in the 
Gull Lake site cluster (FfCi-02).  

The majority of the precontact sites in the Sandy Banks site cluster were excavated in 2014 
(Stantec 2015), and recovery results confirmed that this area was a focus for precontact 
settlement.  
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In the Gull Lake site cluster, FfCi-02 was the first site to be recovered. Recovery work at FfCi-02 in 
2015 has established that this site is not only situated among a cluster of precontact sites on the 
north shore of Gull Lake, but that this large site is itself a cluster of discrete occupation areas. 
These results highlight the extent to which the north shore of Gull Lake appears to have been a 
strategic site location which attracted repeated and prolonged settlement in the precontact 
period. 

6.2.3 Typology, Chronology and Regional Comparisons 

Broadly-speaking, the quartzite-dominated precontact lithic assemblages recovered at FgCg-01 
Locus B and FfCi-02 are comparable to the assemblages recovered previously from quartzite-
dominated precontact sites in the Churchill Valley (Stantec 204a, 2014b; 2015). The asymmetric 
bifaces and cobble-spall scrapers in particular are frequently encountered on these sites, and 
these forms are also attributable to the quartzite-dominated North West River Phase at North 
West River, dated approximately 1800 BP (Fitzhugh 1972). The radiocarbon date of 1900 ± 39 
radiocarbon years BP (UOC-1134) for a sample recovered from FgCg-01 Locus B in 2015 is 
compatible chronologically with the North West River Phase; the date of 1490 ± 30 BP (Beta-
373505) recovered from a quartzite-dominated site (FhCe-25) at Muskrat Falls (Stantec 2014a) is 
perhaps somewhat more recent than previously-known for the North West River Phase, but not 
implausible. We may note that the 2014 precontact assemblages from FgCg-01 Locus B 
included some late-precontact diagnostics, including grit-tempered ceramics and corner-
notched black chert projectile points (Stantec 2015); these in part overlay and appear to date 
later than, the dated collection recovered in 2015.  

However, some aspects of the assemblages from FfCi-02 are more problematic. The stemmed 
projectile points recovered in particular from FfCi-02 Locus A but also from Locus C, Locus D, and 
Locus F do not closely resemble projectile points from quartzite-dominated assemblages 
elsewhere in the Churchill Valley, or the few known points from the North West River Phase. 
Stemmed points in general, frequently wide-stemmed, are associated with the earlier David 
Michelin Component at North West River, with the Petit Havre Complex in the Strait of Belle Isle 
(Pintal 1998), and the Cow Head Complex in Newfoundland (Hartery 2007). However, the points 
from FfCi-02, with their relatively slender, straight stems, remain idiosyncratic.  

The linear flake industry so prevalent at FfCi-02 and other quartzite-dominated sites in the 
Churchill Valley is also not normally associated with the North West River Phase, although it is 
found in most Intermediate-period complexes  (Fitzhugh 1972); it is also found in the Cow Head 
Complex in Newfoundland (at least, in the Spearbank Site; Hartery 2007: 15-16). 

Finally, the class of formal scrapers, many of them teardrop-shaped, which are present in FfCi-02 
Locus D and particularly well-represented at Locus E, also serves to distinguish these sites from 
the North West River Phase, where formal scrapers are lacking (Fitzhugh 1972). Although formal 
scrapers are found on contemporary sites in the Strait of Belle Isle and in Newfoundland (Pintal 
1998; Hartery 2007), the thick formal scrapers recovered from FfCi-02 most closely resemble the 
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scrapers so diagnostic of the early/middle-Intermediate-period Charles Complex at North West 
River.  

Despite some correspondences in lithic raw material use, some artifact forms, and dating, there 
are thus notable differences between the quartzite-dominated assemblages from the Churchill 
River and the North West River Phase. As has been argued previously (Stantec 2014a, 2014b, 
2015), the culture-historical sequence for central Labrador in the Intermediate and Late 
precontact periods may be rather more complex than the original type-sequence from North 
West River suggests. 

One important element distinguishing the precontact assemblages of the Churchill Valley from 
those of the North West River Phase (and indeed, from all precontact culture-historical units at 
North West River) is the presence of Aboriginal ceramics.  

It is increasingly apparent that evidence for ceramic technology may occasionally be 
encountered at precontact sites in Labrador, and also in Newfoundland (see Stapelfeldt 2013; 
Loring 2013); Aboriginal ceramics have also recently been recovered from the upper Romaine 
River in Québec, not far from the Labrador border (J. Fournier pers. comm). Nevertheless, the 
incidence of ceramics at precontact sites in the province remains sporadic. In the Churchill 
Valley, on the other hand, the discovery of Aboriginal ceramics on precontact archaeological 
sites is becoming routine. Including the large collection of sherds and sherdlets recovered from 
FfCi-02 Locus D in 2015, low-fired grit-tempered ceramics have now been recovered from eight 
sites in the Churchill Valley: five at Muskrat Falls, two in the Sandy Banks area, and now one on 
Gull Lake. 

In general, the pieces collected in the Churchill Valley to date have been undecorated grit-
tempered bodysherds, with smoothed interior and exterior surfaces, and, particularly among 
larger pieces, evidence of smoothed coils. The combination of coil-built manufacture, grit 
temper, and smoothed interior and exterior surfaces would normally suggest a dating broadly in 
the Middle Woodland period, in the first millennium AD (Côté and Inksetter 2001; in Maine and 
the Maritimes, specifically Ceramic Periods 2-4: Petersen and Sanger 1991). This is generally 
consistent with the dates obtained from these sites, and is at least partly contemporary with the 
North West River Phase in central Labrador or the Daniel Rattle Complex on the north-central 
coast (where similar undecorated bodysherds were recovered at a Daniel Rattle Phase site at 
Kamarsuk, near Voisey’s Bay; Loring 1992; 2013).  

Excavation at FfCi-02 Locus D in 2015 yielded the first unambiguous examples of decorated 
precontact grit-tempered ceramic yet recovered in the Churchill Valley. The most diagnostic 
decorative technique we might anticipate with Ceramic Periods 2-4 should be pseudo-scallop-
shell, with some use of linear and oval punctate, rocker dentate, and incision (Petersen and 
Sanger 1991). However, the most clearly-decorated pieces in the collection from FfCi-02 Locus D 
consist of sparingly jabbed-punctate rimsherds, and one bodysherd with extremely fine 
punctations (possibly rocker-stamped but with an extremely fine comb-like stamp) following the 
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grooves between coils. Neither decorative technique closely resembles any of the decorated 
ceramics previously reported from Labrador, Newfoundland, or from adjacent Québec (e.g. 
Stapelfeldt 2013; Loring 2013; Levesque 1971) although it must be acknowledged that the 
sample of decorated sherds from the Churchill Valley is still exceedingly small. 

6.3 Stage 3 Recovery: Early Historic Components 

Recovery work at both FgCg-01and FfCi-02 yielded evidence for historic occupation in the 19th 

and early 20th centuries.  

Although results from FgCg-01 Locus D are preliminary at this stage, it has been confirmed that 
Locus D is the site of the Sandy Banks HBC Post, in operation from the 1830s to the 1870s. Three 
structures have been identified, including the probable “house” and one or two possible stores. 
One or more of these structures appear to have burned at or after the time of abandonment. 
The site has also yielded evidence for the presence of boats on-site, and potentially for boat-
building or repair.  

In addition, Locus B at FfCi-02 on Gull Lake yielded evidence for an historic 19th century Innu 
occupation that may have continued into the early 20th century. Features associated with this 
Innu campsite included a small hearth containing caribou bone, a number of rock discard piles 
suggesting multiple re-occupations of the site, and most significantly, an earth-walled tent-ring. 
Earth-walled tent-rings are a distinctive Innu dwelling form well known in northern Labrador and 
Québec, but this is the first Innu earth-walled dwelling to be identified and excavated in forested 
central Labrador. The associated artifact assemblage is richer (and more dateable) than the 
sparse artifact collections found on earth-walled tent-ring sites further north. Although direct 
evidence for trapping is lacking, some items clearly indicate that the inhabitants of the site were 
integrated into the fur trade. The marked tobacco pipe and medicine vial are identical to items 
recovered from the Sandy Banks HBC post in 2015, while other items, including the ceramics, 
clothing items and beads, were almost certainly acquired by trade. 

The two sites investigated on the Churchill River in 2015 therefore neatly reflect both European 
and Innu participation in the 19th century fur-trade in central Labrador. 

6.4 Stage 3 Recovery: Later Historic Components  

New data on the mid-late 20th century occupation of the Churchill Valley is largely restricted to 
Locus D at FfCi-02. The small later 20th century) artifact assemblage and associated firecracked 
rock recovered in this excavation suggest one or more short-term campsites; no evidence for a 
tilt structure was encountered. The cultural affiliation(s) of these more recent campsites could 
not be determined. 
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6.5 2015 Site Status and 2016 Workplan 

6.5.1 Site Status at the Close of the 2015 Field Season 

The status of the Historic Resources Management Program for the Lower Churchill Project on 
completion of the 2015 field program may be summarized as follows: 

 Artifact processing and conservation procedures and facilities are in place, ready for re-
commencement of work in 2016. 

 Vegetation clearing (manual tree-felling) has been completed at all sites along the Churchill 
River between the Muskrat Falls and Gull Lake.  

 Stage 2 assessment is considered to be complete at FfCi-05 and FgCg-09. 

 Stage 3 AFR is considered to be complete for all sites within the Churchill Valley except for 
selective artifact collection at FgCg-01 Locus C (see Stantec 2015).  

 Stage 3 (SDR) recovery operations are complete at one site (FfCi-02) within the Muskrat Falls 
reservoir area.  

 Stage 3 SDR is complete at FgCg-01 Locus A and Locus B and has commenced but is not 
complete at FgCg-01 Locus D. Features exposed in excavations at FgCg-01 Locus D have 
been covered in geotextile, tarpaulins and sand to protect them over the winter in 
preparation for continued excavation in 2016. 

 Testing to verify the presence of archaeological remains at one site (FgCh-06) has yet to be 
undertaken. 

6.5.2 2016 Workplan 

Stage 2 Assessment will consist of subsurface testing at one site (FgCh-06) in a final effort to 
determine whether any subsurface historic remains are present at the site. 

The Historic Resources Management Program in 2016 is anticipated to include completion of 
Stage 3 Recovery work (SDR) in the Sandy Banks area (FgCg-01 Locus D, and FgCg-04), and also 
the completion of recovery at remaining sites in the Gull Lake area. 

Stage 3 recovery work (AFR) proposed for 2015 at FgCg-08 will include completion of recording 
of the structural remains of the Michelin “main cabin” at Sandy Banks, including possible 
selective collection of any surface-visible artifacts with obvious significance in telling the story of 
19th - and 20th-century trapping in the Churchill Valley 

6.6 Summary 

Stage 2 assessment and Stage 3 recovery operations commenced in June 2015 and were 
completed in October 2015.  



LOWER CHURCHILL HYDROELECTRIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 2015 HISTORIC RESOURCES 
ASSESSMENT AND RECOVERY PROGRAM 

DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY  
June 2, 2016 

 183 File No: 121413500 

Limited Stage 2 assessment in 2015 was focused tightly on relocating three known 
archaeological sites: FgCg-09, FfCi-05, and the remains of the HBC Post at FgCg-01. FgCg-09 
was not relocated; it does not exist in its identified location, and is believed to correspond to 
another tilt site previously recorded. FfCi-05 was relocated and vegetation cleared in 
preparation for recovery in 2016. The remains of the HBC Post at FgCg-01 were successfully 
located and designated FgCg-01 Locus D. 

Stage 3 (SDR) recovery operations are complete at one large site on Gull Lake. Recovery work 
at this site (FfCi-02) yielded evidence for six discrete occupation areas (designated Loci A-F) 
reflecting repeated re-occupation of the site during both the precontact and historic periods. 
Artifacts recovered from precontact occupation areas (Locus A, C, D, E and F) were fashioned 
almost exclusively from quartzite and included projectile points, bifacial knives, scrapers, 
preforms, linear flakes and retouched/utilized flakes, with large quantities of primary, secondary 
and tertiary debitage from quartzite-knapping. These were found in association with small diffuse 
hearth features, and several piles of discarded firecracked rock. One precontact locus 
additionally yielded hundreds of sherds of Aboriginal grit-tempered ceramic, the largest sample 
of precontact ceramics yet collected from the Churchill Valley. In addition to the precontact 
occupation areas, FfCi-02 also contained evidence for an historic Innu occupation, including 
the remains of an earth-walled dwelling at FfCi-02 Locus B. Associated artifacts indicate that 
Locus B was occupied in the 19th century, with occupation possibly extending into the 20th 
century. Sparse evidence for transitory 20th-century campsites was recovered from Locus D. 

At FgCg-01, Stage 3 (SDR) recovery operations are complete at Locus A and Locus B; in the 
latter area precontact artifacts were recovered from unusual depths in the context of complex 
stratigraphy. Recovery is in progress at Locus D. Preliminary results confirm that Locus D is the site 
of the Sandy Banks HBC Post. Three structures have been identified, including the probable 
“house,” and one or two possible stores. The site has also yielded evidence for the presence of 
boats on-site, and potentially for boat-building or repair. Locus D has been winterized in 
preparation for resumption of recovery work in 2016.  

Further work scheduled for 2016 includes the resumption and completion of recovery work at 
FgCg-01 Locus D, along with the completion of recovery work at the remainder of the sites 
situated within the Muskrat Falls reservoir area. 
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